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To: Shadid, Zachary[Shadid.Zachary@epa.gov]; Zatz, Michaei[Zatz.Michael@epa.gov]; Kaplan, 
Katharine[Kaplan.Katharine@epa.gov]; Passe, Jonathan[Passe.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Bryson, 
Joe[Bryson.Joe@epa.gov]; Macedonia, Jennifer[macedonia.jennifer@epa.gov]; Lupinacci, 
Jean[Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov]; Moss, Jacob[Moss.Jacob@epa.gov]; Taylor, 
Gwendolyn[Taylor.Gwendolyn@epa.gov]; Snyder, Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Conlin, 
Beth[Conlin.Beth@epa.gov]; Bailey, Ann[Bailey.Ann@epa.gov] 
From: Sharpe, Kristinn 
Sent: Thur 4/27/2017 1:37:14 PM 
Subject: Green Tech and NRDC 

Green Tech shared the CNN article from earlier this week: 

Noah wrote a positive blog post yesterday: 

If you haven't seen some of the Twitter coverage, you should really check that out too. 

From: Sharpe, Kristinn 
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 9:56AM 
To: Shadid, Zachary <Shadid.Zachary@epa.gov>; Zatz, Michael <Zatz.Michael@epa.gov>; 
Kaplan, Katharine <Kaplan.Katharine@epa.gov>; Passe, Jonathan 
<Passe.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Bryson, Joe <Bryson.Joe@epa.gov>; Macedonia, Jennifer 
<macedonia.jennifer@epa.gov>; Lupinacci, Jean <Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov>; Moss, Jacob 
<Moss.Jacob@epa.gov>; Taylor, Gwendolyn <Taylor.Gwendolyn@epa.gov>; Snyder, Carolyn 
<Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov>; Conlin, Beth <Conlin.Beth@epa.gov>; Bailey, Ann 
<Bailey.Ann@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: NPR story ran nationally this morning 

ICYMI: 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

Bailey, Ann[Bailey .Ann@epa .gov] 
Tomlinson, Hewan 
Mon 5/1/2017 2:04:31 PM 

Subject: Fwd: [SPAM] Article in TWICE Recognizes All ENERGY STAR RPP Retailers 

Sent from my U.S. Environmental Protection Agency iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Michael Lukasiewicz" 
Date: April28, 2017 at 1:43:40 PM EDT 

"'Tomlinson, Hewan"' <}jQill~ill!!.J:is~m{f~@-1~ 
Subject: [SPAM] Article in TWICE Recognizes All ENERGY STAR RPP Retailers 

Congratulations to ESRPP Participating Retailers for collecting awards at the ENERGY 
STAR Partner of the Year celebration. 

This Could Be The Last Time For 
Energy Star Awards 

Raise a glass to this year's Partner of the Year appliance winners 

4/28/2017 1 0:30:00 AM Eastern 
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By: TWICE Staff 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Department of Energy 
(DOE) bestowed their annual Energy Star Awards in Washington on 

The voluntary program, which has helped consumers choose energy-efficient 
appliances, electronics and other products for a quarter of a century, could soon be 
eliminated by the Trump administration, whose drastic EPA budget cuts would 
"zero out" Energy Star next year. 

So let's raise what could be a final glass to this year's Partner of the Year appliance 
winners, and hope for a stay of execution for a program that drives business, 
spared the atmosphere millions of metric tons of greenhouse gasses, and has 
saved consumers hundreds of billions of dollars. 

*Beko U.S./Arcelik (Product Brand Owner) 

*Best Buy (Sustained Excellence) 

*Nationwide Marketing Group (Sustained Excellence) 
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*Sears Holdings (Sustained Excellence) 

*The Home Depot (Sustained Excellence) 

*Whirlpool (Sustained Excellence) 

Michael Lukasiewicz 

312.282.1008 
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To: OAR-OAP-CPPD-Branch Chiefs[OAROAPCPPDBranch_Chiefs@epa.gov]; OAR-OAP-CPPD-
IO[OAROAPCPPDIO@epa.gov] 
From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Wed 5/24/2017 12:35:29 AM 
Subject: Budget docs released today 

Hi team, 

For your reference, I've pasted below the sections of the budget docs released today that have 
language related to our programs. 

CJ 125-126: 

Partnership Programs: The EPA participates in a number of partnership programs, 
including the following: 

• ENERGY STAR 

• AgSTAR 

• Coalbed Methane Outreach Program 

• The Landfill Methane Outreach Program 

• The Natural GasST AR Program 

• The Natural Gas STAR Methane Challenge program 

• The Global Methane Initiative 

0 The SmartWay Transport program 

0 The EPA's Green Power Partnership 

0 The Combined Heat and Power Partnership 

0 The Center for Corporate Climate Leadership 

0 The State and Local Climate and Energy Program 

1. In FY 2018, funding for ENERGY STAR and other partnership programs is 
eliminated. The EPA will explore options for the potential transfer of the ENERGY 
STAR and other climate protection partnership programs to non-governmental 
entities. 

CJ p731: 
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Eliminated Sub-Program Projects 

Greenhouse Gas Reporting (FY 2016 Enacted: Estimated $66.000 M) 
Eliminated 15 voluntary partnership programs as part of the Administration's 
commitment to return EPA to its core work. Certification programs like Energy Star have 
been and continue to be successfully administered by non-governmental entities like 
industry associated and consumer groups. The eliminated sub-programs are as follows: 

AgSTAR, Center for Corporate Climate Leadership, Coalbed Methane Outreach 
Program (CMOP), Combined Heat & Power Partnership (CHPP), ENERGY STAR, 
Global Methane Initiative, GreenChill Partnership, Green Power Partnership (GPP), 
Landfill Methane Outreach Program (LMOP), Natural Gas STAR, Responsible 
Appliance Disposal Program (RAD), SF6 Reduction Partnership for Electric Power 
Systems (EPS), SmartWay, State and Local Climate Energy Program, and Voluntary 
Aluminum Industrial Partnership (VAIP)." 

Budget reform report pg85: 

ELIMINATION: ENERGY STAR AND VOLUNTARY CLIMATE PROGRAMS 

Environmental Protection Agency 

The Budget eliminates funding for Energy Star and several other voluntary partnership programs 
related to energy and climate change. These programs are not essential to the Environmental 
Protection Agency's (EPA) core mission and can be implemented by the private sector. 

Funding Summary 

(In millions of dollars) Budget Authority ........................................ . 

Justification 

2018 Change from 2017 

2017 CR 2018 
Request 

66 0 

-66 

The Administration is committed to returning EPA to its core work. There is no need for EPA to 
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administer voluntary partnership and certification programs like Energy Star with taxpayer 
dollars, given the popularity and significant private benefits these programs provide to industry 
partners and consumers. Similar certification programs have been and continue to be 
successfully administered by non-governmental entities like industry associations and consumer 
groups. 
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To: Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov]; Strine, Lora[Strine.Lora@epa.gov]; Terry, 
Sara[Terry.Sara@epa.gov]; Meekins, Tanya[Meekins.Tanya@epa.gov]; Marbury, 
Candice[Marbury. Candice@epa .gov] 
Cc: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]; Cyran, 
Carissa[Cyran.Carissa@epa.gov]; Lubetsky, Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Matthews, 
Barbara[Matthews. Barbara@epa .gov]; Carroll, Maria[ carroll. maria@epa.gov]; Krieger, 
Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Noonan, Jenny[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Ferguson, 
Rafaela[Ferguson. Rafae la@epa .gov] 
From: Hamilton, Sabrina 
Sent: Tue 6/20/2017 2:08:23 PM 
Subject: OAR Preview Overdue Report for Week Ending June 24, 2017 

OAR Correspondence Coordinators: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
Please review the attached report for correspondence due from your program office. If you have 
any questions or need assistance, please contact me. Thanks 

Sabrina 

Sabrina Hamilton 
Air and Radiation Liaison Specialist 

and FOIA Coordinator 
Office of Air and Radiation- Correspondence Unit 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. (6101-A) 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Tel: (202) 564-1083 
Fax: (202) 501-0600 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 
Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov] 
Shaw, Betsy 
Thur 6/15/2017 6:27:50 PM 
FW: Submittal of OAR's Draft FY 2018-2019 NPM Guidance 

FYI- Draft NPM Guidance we submitted to OCFO today. 

From: Vincent, Marc 
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 1: 14 PM 
To: OBrien, Kathy <Obrien.Kathy@epa.gov> 
Cc: Shaw, Betsy <Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov>; Salgado, Omayra <Salgado.Omayra@epa.gov>; 
Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov>; Vincent, Marc <Vincent.Marc@epa.gov>; Church, 
Zach <Church.Zach@epa.gov>; Budd, Kathryn <budd.kathryn@epa.gov>; Greenblatt, Joseph 
<Greenblott.Joseph@epa.gov>; Burchard, Beth <Burchard.Beth@epa.gov> 
Subject: Submittal of OAR's Draft FY 2018-2019 NPM Guidance 

Hi Kathy, 

Attached is OAR's Draft FY 18-19 NPM Guidance that is reflective of the FY 18 
President's Budget 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

We have appreciated OCFO's support during the development of the NPM Guidance. 

Thank you, 
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Marc Vincent 

Office of Program Management Operations 

Office of Air and Radiation 

(202)564-0876 
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To: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Harvey, Reid[Harvey. Reid@epa.gov]; Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov] 
Snyder, Carolyn 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Fri 4/28/2017 10:02:36 PM 
Re: NPR 

Thanks for the update. 

I will talk with Melissa Monday morning about the follow up call Kevin mentioned. [~~~i~~~~~~~i.i~i~~~~~;i~~i.~~J 
r----------Ex-~---s---=--oeinle-ratl-ve--Pro-c-.iS_S _________ I 

i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-•-•I•-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-•-• ... •-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-•-•~ 

wrote: 

Kevin Messner stopped by after his meeting this afternoon-he ended up only meeting with 
Brittany Bolen from OP-Mandy, Samantha, Justin all were caught up with the 
1\dministrator. [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~!.~!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~] 

___ __e~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~e~E~it~l~~~~tf~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~l§~i.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

I can provide more of the conversation when we talk next week. 

From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Wednesday, April19, 2017 6:28PM 
To: Dunham, Sarah 
Cc: Harvey, Reid <tl§!Y§f:LB§!~~~~~> 
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Subject: Re: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Will check tomorrow and let you know. 

On Apr 19,2017, at 6:23PM, Dunham, Sarah wrote: 

o k thanks. i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex-~·-s-·=-·oeffile"l~aifve--Proce.ss-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-E:x-:-·s-·=-·o-eii"iie"l~aii·ve-·-Pr<ices-s-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--r 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Sent from my iPhone 

wrote: 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! ' 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

wrote: 

~-------Ex:--s--:--o-eTI-tie-r:atiVEi--PrOCEiS_S _______ I 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Messner, Kevin" ::::~Ms~~(ffulliAJ'rurrg• 
Date: April 19, 2017 at 5:24:26 PM EDT 
To: "Dunham, Sarah" 
Subject: RE: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Jenn understood Melissa to say that the test procedure would be 
finalized. We do not want that to happen. Maybe that is the disconnect. 

Kevin Messner 
Association of Home Appliance Manufacturers 

On Apr 19, 2017 2:20PM, "Dunham, Sarah" 
wrote: 

Thanks Kevin-! really want to understand the disconnect-! am 
confused about whether your concern on the performance test is 
that you heard it would still be finalized (that is not my 
understanding) and you disagree with that, or whether you are 
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concerned that we are not finalizing the test procedure (I may be 
misreading the phrase "it makes no sense to have a unfinished nor 
agreed to test procedure"). 

We are certainly not planning on finalizing the spec before this 
Friday. 

From: Messner, Kevin LillfilllQJ~~~~:lAtu'ill:l.&rgJ 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 4:52PM 
To: Dunham, Sarah ::::QYJllill!lUJlllill!~~WC 
Subject: RE: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 4:39PM 
To: Messner, Kevin 
Subject: RE: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Ok-do you know who you are meeting with? And yes, definitely 
reach out to Cindy on SNAP. Also, just following up on the 
clothes washer spec discussion we had, I understand that my folks 
followed up from that meeting as we discussed and had another 
round of discussions on the technical concerns you raised with 
respect to the specification, with the partners directly and Jennifer 
- and my understanding is they think we have resolved the 
remaining issues (and even heard some encouragement to complete 
the spec process). 

From: Messner, Kevin Lmf!JJJQJ~~~lligaAt:Ul~.&rgJ 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 3:56PM 
To: Dunham, Sarah :::::!l!illlliill~fllilllt!l~MW::'• 
Subject: RE: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

From: Dunham, Sarah Lm'!lUQ:Jlill::!ill!!!L~mlJc®mfLmliJ 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 3:47PM 
To: Messner, Kevin 
Subject: RE: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Ok thanks kevin. 

From: Messner, Kevin Lillill11Q:J~1KS_~~18_!:1L:>JY!.&rgJ 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 3:43PM 
To: Dunham, Sarah :::::Q!illlliill~fllilllt!l2g)MiQY• 
Subject: NPR [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 
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STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this 
electronic message and any attachments to this message are intended 
for the exclusive use of the addressee(s). If you are not the intended 
recipient, or the person responsible for delivering the e-mail to the 
intended recipient, be advised you have received this message in error 
and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying is 
strictly prohibited. Please notify The Association of Home Appliance 
Manufacturers at (202) 872-5955 or and 
destroy all copies of this message and any attachments. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

FYI 

Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 
Shaw, Betsy 
Tue 6/13/2017 4:08:51 PM 
FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

From: Walters, Margaret 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13,2017 10:10 AM 
To: Shaw, Betsy <Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov>; Wolfe, Michael <Wolfe.Michael@epa.gov>; 
LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Subject: FYI: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Betsy-

Wanted to make you aware that we've been assigned a few QFRs related to Energy Star that 
came out of the HEC at a seemingly unrelated hearing on water infrastructure. Steve is trying to 
identify the requester for context. Jackie K. and Reid are discussing. The questions follow: 

1. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star 
program. 

2. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy Star 
products? Straightforward 

3. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced due to 
Energy Star products? 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
; 

I Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process I 
! . 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
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Margaret 

Margaret Walters, Budget and Planning Lead 

Office of Program Management Operations 

Office of Air and Radiation -U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW I Washington, DC 20460-0001 

From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 6:52AM 
To: Hyde, Courtney Walters, Margaret 

Subject: RE: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

FYI 

Jessie Mroz works alongside Jonathan in OAPPS on Congressional issues. She has identified for 
us a few QFRs that were submitted to the agency from HEC at a seemingly unrelated hearing on 
water infrastructure. Jackie Krieger was also cc'd on this message and was going to meet up 
with Reid before reaching out to us in coordinating a response, particularly on the QFR 
regarding the E~JERGY ST.LA~R budget. 

7. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star 
program. 

Text of response 
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a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy 
Star products? 

Text of response 

b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced 
due to Energy Star products? 

Text of response 

I've got a few things in mind if you wanted to crash and discuss prior to a chat with OAP. Let 
me know what you think. 

Thanks, 

-Steve 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie Clarke, Deirdre 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan ::::1Jm~l~LJ!Qlli3llrum{f!)J:l!fliiQY• Saltman, Tamara 

LaRue, Steven 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 
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I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 
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To: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 
Cc: Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov] 
From: Shaw, Betsy 
Sent: Tue 6/13/2017 3:43:4 7 PM 
Subject: Fwd: RESPONSE REQUESTED by COB June 13- Red Flag Review of Draft FY 18-19 OAR 
NPM Guidance 

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Walters, Margaret" 
Date: June 13,2017 at 11:15:39 AM EDT 
To: "Shaw, Betsy" <;::;J:ill:~~§Y'W~~IY> 
Subject: FW: RESPONSE REQUESTED by COB June 13- Red Flag Review of Draft 
FY 18-19 OAR NPM Guidance 

Margaret Walters, Budget and Planning Lead 

Office of Program Ma.'1agement Operations 

Office of Air and Radiation -U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW I Washington, DC 20460-0001 

From: Perez, Idalia 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:40PM 
To: Air Division Directors and Deputies 
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Vincent, Marc 
Subject: RESPONSE REQUESTED by COB June 13 -Red Flag Review of Draft FY 18-
19 OAR NPM Guidance 
Importance: High 

ADDS-

Attached for your "red-flag" review by COB, June 13 is the draft FY 18-19 OAR NPM 
Guidance that is reflective of the FY 18 President's Budget. Again, our apologies for the 
short review time and please remember that this document is internal and deliberative, as 
marked. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

When providing your review, should you have specific edits, please feel free to provide 
track change edits, or summarize your edits/comments in an email to me, Margaret Walters, 
and Marc Vincent (both cc 'ed). As necessary, we will reach out to the appropriate program 
office with your feedback. 

Thank you, 

-Idalia 

Idalia M. Perez, Ph.D. I OAR Lead Region Coordinator 
U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency- Region 9 

75 Hawthorne St. (AIR-1), San Francisco, CA 94105 
P: 415.972.32481 email: Jl~l~LJ1liiLL!.!{Q~~i1g'y 
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To: Shaw, Betsy[Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov] 
Cc: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 
From: Lewis, Josh 
Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 3:26:17 PM 
Subject: FW: Memorandum: Update of EO 13777 Docket Summary/DRAFT-May 25_Comp_Evaluation 
of Existing Regulations Substantive Comment Summary (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190) 

From: Farrar, Wanda 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 7:32AM 
To: Lewis, Josh <Lewis.Josh@epa.gov>; Cyran, Carissa <Cyran.Carissa@epa.gov>; 
DeMocker, Jim <DeMocker.Jim@epa.gov>; Lubetsky, Jonathan 
<Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Reddick, Lorraine <Reddick.Lorraine@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Memorandum: Update of EO 13777 Docket Summary/DRAFT-May 
25_Comp_Evaluation of Existing Regulations Substantive Comment Summary (Docket ID No. 
EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190) 

Good Morning All, 

Attached you will find the EO 13777 docket summary from the contractor. 

Thanks, 

Wanda 

From: Joanne O'Loughlin <1Q~!9l:l~~~~~:rr 
Sent: Monday, June 5, 2017 8:31 PM 
To: Farrar, Wanda; Reddick, Lorraine 
Cc: Curry, Bridgid; Phil Norwood; Joanne O'Loughlin 
Subject: Memorandum: Update of EO 13777 Docket Summary/DRAFT-May 
25_Comp_Evaluation of Existing Regulations Substantive Comment Summary (Docket ID No. 
EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190) 
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Lorraine, Wanda, and Bridgid, 

Attached is a memo that provides a status of the summary of EO 13777 comments as of May 25 
when we paused the full-scale effort to review and summarize comments. In addition to 
providing a status update, the memo also provides a brief summary of preliminary comments 
that we have reviewed and summarized. 

Also attached is the substantive comment spreadsheet. This spreadsheet is designed to allow 
users to sort, filter, and manipulate the information in order to see the comments in a number of 
ways including by EPA Office, statute, commenter type, regulation type, specific regulation or 
program, etc. Note that while we have performed quality assurance as we've gone along, there 
are still areas where the sorting and filtering will be better with additional attention. This is 
particularly true with regard to the names of the regulations, policies, or programs. Commenters 
referred to regulations, policies, and programs in a wide variety of manners ranging from 
detailed CFR citations to common names used by their industry that may or may not be readily 
evident. \1Ve made an attempt to standardize those VJithout spending too much effort, but the too! 
will be improved considerably in the future by EPA staff spending time working with us to 
standardize those names and applying them. 

We will sit tight until further notice. 

Feel free to contact us with any questions about either the memo or the spreadsheet. 

Joanne O'Loughlin 

Environmental Scientist 

Office: (919) 433-8329 

Mobile: (919) 452-1575 

Phil Norwood 

ED_001333A_00001188-00002 
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Senior Vice President 

Office: (919) 484-0222, ext 324 

Direct: (919) 433-8324 

Mobile: (919) 985-6548 
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To: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 
From: Shaw, Betsy 
Sent: Tue 6/6/2017 7:01 :59 PM 
Subject: FW: Adjustments to Climate Change FS and Responses to Questions: OCFO request for FY 
18 Administrator fact sheets 

See answers/proposed fixes in response to your observations. Let me know if you're cool with 
the attached. 

From: Walters, Margaret 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 3:00PM 
To: Shaw, Betsy <Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov> 
Cc: Wolfe, Michael <Wolfe.Michael@epa.gov>; LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov>; 
Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov> 
Subject: Adjustments to Climate Change FS and Responses to Questions: OCFO request for 
FY 18 Administrator fact sheets 

Hi Betsy, 

Please see the following responses to Sarah's comments in red and a new note re: updated fact 
sheet- since this is newly requested - made sense to clarify: 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
~ 

; 
; 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-.!-·~ 
i i 
i i 

1 1 Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
! ! 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·---·· ; 

; 
; 
; 
! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

; 
; 
; 
! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) • ; 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·.:.·-·-·-·-i 

! i 
~ ! 

i,,,_o.,,," .. ,~.,,,, ... Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
! i 

L.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ ; 
! 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Thanks, 

Margaret 

From: Shaw, Betsy 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 12:36 PM 
To: Walters, Margaret <'tii'§.1.1~~L?!r!~~!:~?li!~~J!Q'Y..> 
Subject: FW: OCFO request for FY 18 Administrator fact sheets 

See comments from Sarah and me. 

From: Shaw, Betsy 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 12:36 PM 
To: Dunham, Sarah 
Subject: RE: OCFO request for FY 18 Administrator fact sheets 

Thanks for reviewing. I'll check on #1, confirm that #2 is referring to ORO, and suggest the 
change on #3. 

From: Dunham, Sarah 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 10:59 AM 
To: Shaw, Betsy <~"2:'n·1 §!21 ft!__, .. ~.§:~.§Y@§'!?_§_gQy__> 
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Subject: RE: OCFO request for FY 18 Administrator fact sheets 

Thanks-couple reactions, and that is really all they are (ie, I'm not sure I'm suggesting any 
changes, I'm just making observations and asking questions about whether that's what we want 

to say): 

·1 Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process I 
! ~ 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

~ ! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process ! 
! 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-• r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i..·-·-·~ 
i i 
i i 
! ! 

i,,,_o.,,," .. ,~.,,,, ... !Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process 
i i 
i i 
! ! 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i-·-·-·· 

! 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

From: Shaw, Betsy 
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 10:39 AM 
To: Dunham, Sarah 
Subject: FW: OCFO request for FY 18 Administrator fact sheets 

Hi Sarah, 

I meant to share these with you this morning. OCFO has requested additional fact sheets for 
the upcoming budget hearings. Would be good for you to take a quick look through these drafts 
as well as moi. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001200-00003 
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Thanks, 

Betsy 

From: Walters, Margaret 
Sent: Monday, June 05, 2017 5:09 PM 
To: Shaw, Betsy <g~1~Y! .. ~~W£r:?i~QY> 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <b~~tsY::JQ!:!§l!t@1C~~~I§!JlQY'>; Hyde, Courtney 

LaRue, Steven 

Subject: OCFO request for FY 18 Administrator fact sheets 

Betsy, 

Please see below a list of additional fact sheets that Holly requested for the Administrator's FY 
18 Congressional budget hearings. We have attached fa~t.?_O.~~i~Jb_~.L~9.r(E?.?.R<?.D.9._1q __ t_l}i:; ____________________ , 
request and are cross-walked to OCFO's original list in red.: Ex. 5- Deliberative Process : 

l1~=~=~>~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~=~~i~~~i~~~~~=~~~~ii~;~=~;~~~~~~~~~~:~~:~~~~~~~=~~~~=~=~i~~:~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~-z~~~~~~~~-~~~~~-~----·-·-i 
or edits. I've cc:ed Jonathan since we enlisted his help in looping in OCIR so that they were 
also aware of this request. 

Thanks, 

Margaret 

Margaret Walters, Budget and Planning Lead 

Office of Program Management Operations 

Office of Air and Radiation -U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW 1 Washington, DC 20460-0001 

202-564-41 07 1 .YlLill~.J::!l§lfili!~~~QY 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001200-00004 
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From: Diaz, Charlene 
Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 8:43AM 
To: LaRue, Steven 
Cc: Wolfe, Michael Walters, Margaret 

Hyde, Courtney <'!j~C!::L'g:'!i~Udr!~u~~.~~:99Y> Cuscino, Glen 

Subject: Additional Fact Sheets for OAR 

Hi Steve, 

There has been a request for the program to develop fact sheets for the following topics: 

cPP - i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E·;c:-·s·-~-·oefflierati"ve-·Fir.ocess·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-···-!·"·'·"""""""""""""~c"."""""""·-Ex:-:"·"s'·":"·"o"Eiiiil"e.-rati"v-e.,."iiro'c.e55·"~·"·"·"·"·-~".""""""""""""""'""""~""""""""""""r·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

NAAQS-

Please provide them to me no later than Thursday COB. Thank you in advance. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001200-00005 
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Charlene 
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To: Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Grundler, 
Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Patulski, 
Meg[patulski.meg@epa.gov]; Kornylak, Vera S.[Kornylak.Vera@epa.gov]; Wood, 
Anna[Wood .Anna@epa.gov] 
From: Simon, Karl 
Sent: Fri 5/26/2017 5:23:02 PM 
Subject: Infrastructure meeting follow up 

Here is my summary and next steps fro~_y~~!E?.~9.?..i_~ __ Ql_E?.~~!I!.9_.~_!th.~.t!..!s>_l_~?...?..l!9_.~y~9-Q._~~~"Y_Q .. __________________ ~ 
along with reps from other EPA offices ·t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~-~~--~-~-1?.~1~-~~_r_<!~iY.~.!'-~?.~~~:;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
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EPA Responses to Questions for the Record 
House Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on Environment 

May 19, 2017, Hearing on ""H.R._, Drinking Water System Improvement Act and Related 
Issues of Funding, Management, and Compliance Assistance under the Safe Drinking Water Act." 

7. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star program. 

Text of response 

a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy Star products? 

Text of response 

b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced due to Energy Star 
products? 

Text of response 

1 
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To: Jackson, RyanUackson.ryan@epa.gov]; Flynn, Mike[Fiynn.Mike@epa.gov]; Brown, 
Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Hale, 
Michelle[hale.michelle@epa.gov]; Richardson, RobinH[Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov]; Bennett, 
Tate[Bennett.Tate@epa.gov]; Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov]; Wagner, 
Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Schwab, 
Justin[schwab.justin@epa.gov]; Freire, JP[Freire.JP@epa.gov]; Hupp, Millan[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; 
Fotouhi, David[fotouhi.david@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Bolen, 
Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov]; Lyons, Troy[lyons.troy@epa.gov]; Graham, 
Amy[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov] 
Cc: Gaines, Cynthia[Gaines.Cynthia@epa.gov]; Burden, Susan[Burden.Susan@epa.gov]; Knapp, 
Kristien[Knapp.Kristien@epa.gov]; Fonseca, Silvina[Fonseca.Silvina@epa.gov]; Threet, 
Derek[Threet.Derek@epa.gov]; Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]; Hargrove, 
Anne[Hargrove.Anne@epa.gov] 
From: Hope, Brian 
Sent: Fri 4/28/2017 7:59:27 PM 
Subject: Daily Reading File -April 28, 2017 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001298-00001 
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To: Flynn, Mike[Fiynn.Mike@epa.gov]; Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Grantham, 
Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]; Bloom, David[Bioom.David@epa.gov]; Vizian, 
Donna[Vizian.Donna@epa.gov]; Kenny, Shannon[Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov]; Greaves, 
Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Pirzadeh, Michelle[Pirzadeh.Michelle@epa.gov]; Showman, 
John[Showman.John@epa.gov] 
From: Fine, Steven 
Sent: Wed 5/24/2017 4:23:00 PM 
Subject: RE: survey responses to-date 

All, 

Here are the final survey results. In column A I have highlighted the rows that were added since I 
last shared responses (responses 1051-1458). 

Steve 

From: Fine, Steven 
Sent: Wednesday, May 17,2017 5:47PM 
To: Mike Flynn (Flynn.Mike@epa.gov) <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>; Brown, Byron 
<brown.byron@epa.gov>; Nancy Grantham (Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov) 
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; David Bloom (Bloom.David@epa.gov) 
<Bloom.David@epa.gov>; Vizian, Donna <Vizian.Donna@epa.gov>; Shannon Kenny 
(Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov) <Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov>; Greaves, Holly 
<greaves.holly@epa.gov>; Pirzadeh, Michelle <Pirzadeh.Michelle@epa.gov>; Showman, John 
<Showman.John@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: survey responses to-date 

All, 

I have attached the latest survey responses. Below is a time series of the number of responses. 
The submission rate has declined during the past couple of days. 

Steve 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001306-00001 
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Ex.5 - Deliberative Process 

From: Fine, Steven 
Sent: Wednesday, May 10,2017 4:20PM 
To: Mike Flynn CtlYJTIUY!llis;@SlHl,gQ:~) 

Subject: survey responses to-date 

All, 

Showman, John 

Per Shannon's request, I have attached the survey responses received so far from staff. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001306-00002 
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Steve 
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To: Flynn, Mike[Fiynn.Mike@epa.gov]; Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Grantham, 
Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]; Bloom, David[Bioom.David@epa.gov]; Vizian, 
Donna[Vizian.Donna@epa.gov]; Kenny, Shannon[Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov]; Greaves, 
Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Pirzadeh, Michelle[Pirzadeh.Michelle@epa.gov]; Showman, 
John[Showman.John@epa.gov] 
From: Fine, Steven 
Sent: Wed 5/10/2017 8:20:34 PM 
Subject: survey responses to-date 

All, 

Per Shannon's request, I have attached the survey responses received so far from staff. 

Steve 
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To: Vizian, Donna[Vizian.Donna@epa.gov]; Osborne, Howard[Osborne.Howard@epa.gov]; 
Showman, John[Showman.John@epa.gov]; Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Kenny, 
Shannon[Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Flynn, 
Mike[Fiynn.Mike@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Pirzadeh, 
Michelle[Pirzadeh.Michelle@epa.gov] 
From: Bloom, David 
Sent: Wed 5/10/2017 12:27:41 PM 
Subject: Reform EO- FY18 realignments in budget 

All, 

Information requested at an earlier meeting. David 

David Bloom 

Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Office of the Chief Financial Officer 

Environmental Protection Agency 

(202) 564-1151 
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To: Pruitt, Scott[Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov]; Flynn, Mike[Fiynn.Mike@epa.gov]; Reeder, 
John[Reeder.John@epa.gov] 
From: Jennifer Kefer 
Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 1 :26:56 PM 
Subject: Business Letter in Support of EPA's CHP Partnership 

Administrator Scott Pruitt, Acting Deputy Administrator Mike Flynn, and Deputy 
Chief of Staff John Reeder-

I am sharing the attached letter on behalf of 115 businesses and organizations 
who are writing to urge Congress to maintain level funding for EPA's CHP 
Partnership in 2018. As elaborated in the attached, the Partnership provides 
needed technical support, education, and networking opportunities for potential 
hosts of combined heat and power projects. This letter was sent to leadership for 
the House and Senate Appropriations Committees this morning. 

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding this letter or our 
experiences with the Partnership-

Jennifer Kefer 
Executive Director 
Alliance for Industrial Efficiency 
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May 9, 2017 

The Honorable Ken Calvert 
Chairman 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Lisa Murkowski 
Chairwoman 
U.S. Senate Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies 
Washington, DC 20510 

The Honorable Betty McCollum 
Ranking Member 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies 
Washington, DC 20515 

The Honorable Tom Udall 
Ranking Member 
U.S. Senate Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Chairman Calvert, Ranking Member McCollum, Chairwoman Murkowski and Ranking 
Member Udall: 

We write to urge you to support EPA's Combined Heat and Power Partnership ("CHP 
Partnership" or "CHPP") and other critical federal energy efficiency programs that save 
consumers money, strengthen our energy security, and reduce harmful emissions. 

President Trump's 2018 budget blueprint targets the CHP Partnership for elimination along with 
ENERGY STAR and other voluntary programs at the Agency. Cutting the CHP Partnership 
would derail America's recent progress to make our manufacturers more efficient and 
competitive, increase the reliability of the electric grid, and lower emissions. We urge the 
Appropriations Committee to reconsider this proposal and maintain funding for this important 
program. 

In the twelve years following the launch of the Partnership, nearly 22 gigawatts of clean and 
efficient CHP projects have been deployed- the equivalent of roughly 45 conventional power 
plants. One-third of those projects can be credited to EPA's leadership through the Partnership. 
The potential for additional CHP deployment is far greater. The Department of Energy says 
Ameiica has neaily 300 additional powei plants in technical on-site CHP potential. Recent 
analysis by the Alliance for Industrial Efficiency finds that deploying even a fraction of these 
projects could save U.S. businesses $141 billion in avoided energy costs from 2016-2030. 

The CHP Partnership helps the private sector seize this opportunity. The program has a proven 
track record of success and is extremely cost-effective. It currently benefits 389 partners, 
including many businesses, developers, and state and local governments. EPA helps its 
partners navigate complex technical and financial issues associated with CHP and inspires 
America's hospitals, factories and universities to install CHP by shining a spotlight on successful 
projects through its annual "Energy Star CHP Awards." 

Conventional power generation is incredibly inefficient. By producing both heat and electricity 
from a single fuel source, CHP dramatically increases the efficiency of energy production. 
These energy savings, in turn, reduce energy costs for project hosts, making them more 
competitive. Because CHP systems can operate independently of the grid, these systems can 
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also keep the lights and power on during extreme weather events. And greater efficiency 
translates to lower emissions; EPA reports that a typical CHP system can cut greenhouse gas 
emissions in half compared to the separate generation of heat and power. Recognizing these 
benefits, EPA has repeatedly identified CHP as a compliance option in Clean Air Act rules. 

We urge you to maintain funding for the CHP Partnership because it increases U.S. 
competitiveness, enhances the resiliency of our energy infrastructure, and lowers emissions. 

Sincerely, 

2G Energy Inc 

St. Augustine, FL 

8020 Vision 

Eastsound, WA 

AB Energy USA 

Denville, NJ 

Affiliated Engineers Inc. 

Madison, WI 

Alagasco 
St. Louis, MO 

Alliance for Industrial Effiiency 
Washington, DC 

Ameresco, Inc. 

Framingham, MA 

American Council for an Energy-Efficient 

Economy (ACEEE) 

Washington, DC 

AMSEnergy Corp 

Columbia, TN 

Arkansas Advanced Energy Association 

Little Rock, AR 

Associated Boiler Line Equipment Co. 

Milford, CT 

Blue Delta Energy 

New Haven, CT 

Blue Sky Power 

Haddonfield, NJ 

Brady Services 

Greensboro, NC 

Breaking Energy 

Gieatei NYC Aiea 

Broad USA 

Hackensack, NJ 

C V Energy Consultants 

Bermuda Dunes, CA 

C2 Biotechnologies, LLC 

Germantown, NY 

California Power Partners 

Poway, CA 

Cannon Boiler Works 

New Kensington, PA 

Capital Sun Group 

Cabin John, MD 

Capstone Turbine Corporation 

Chatsworth, CA 

CHP Association 

Washington, DC 
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Clark Construction Group, LLC 

Bethesda, MD 

Clark Financial Services Group 

Bethesda, MD 

CM Constructors Inc. 

Lake Elsinore, CA 

Columbia Association 

Columbia, MD 

Commonwealth Associates, Inc. 

Jackson, Ml 

Concentric Power 

Campbell, CA 

Confluent Energies, Inc 

Cambridge, MA 

Controlled Air, Inc. 

Branford, CT 

Cool Energy 

Boulder, CO 

Corn States Metal Fabricators 

West Des Moines, lA 

CPL Systems, Inc. 

Lafayette, LA 

Delta Engineers, Architects and Land 

Surveyors 

Endwell, NY 

DSM Engineering Associates PC 

Hauppauge, NY 

OVA Commercial RE 

Montebello, CA 

E & E Strategies LLC 

New Orleans, LA 

E31NC 

Traverse City, Ml 

EG2 Engineering, P.C. 

Wayne, PA 

ElectraTherm 

Reno, NV 

Elliott Group 

Jeannette, PA 

Empower Equity Inc 

Ithaca, NY 

Ener-G-Rotors, Inc. 

Rotterdam, NY 

Energy Choice, Inc. 

Somerville, MA 

Energy Florida 

Cape Canaveral, FL 

Energy Integration Inc. 

Boulder, CO 

Energy Systems Group 

Newburgh, IN 

energyROI 

Cotuit, MA 

eSai LLC 

Reisterstown, MD 

Ethos Energy 

LaCrosse, WI 

GEM Energy 

Walbridge, OH 

GEM Inc. 

Walbridge, OH 
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General Power Corporation 

Oakland, FL 

Geothermal Laboratory 

Dallas, TX 

Gogebic-lron Wastewater Authority 

Ironwood, Ml 

Gotham Energy 360 LLC 

New York, NY 

Gulf Coast Green Energy 

Bay City, TX 

Gulf Geoexchange 

Slidell, LA 

HCS Group, Inc 

Humble, TX 

Herbert Dwyer Consulting, LLC 

Ithaca, NY 

Horizon Power Systems 

Farmington, NM 

ICF 

Fairfax, VA 

Industrial Controls & Communications LLC 

Christiansted, USVI 

Institute for Market Transformation 

Washington, DC 

Integral Power, LLC 

Houston, TX 

International District Energy Association 

Westborough, MA 

JLS Engineering, Inc. 

Riverside, CA 

Keystone Energy Efficiency Alliance 

Philadelphia, PA 

King Energy Systems 

Huntsville, AL 

Lathrop Trotter Company 

Cincinnati, OH 

LB Services, LLC 

Metairie, LA 

Levin Energy Partners, LLC 

Detroit, Ml 

Livolt LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 

Luthin Associates 

Allenhurst, NJ 

MA Klein and Associates 

Ottawa, Canada 

Mac McWeeney Agency Inc. 

Hollywood, FL 

Maine Micro Furnace, Inc. 

Portland, ME 

Marine Turbine Technologies 

Franklin, LA 

Mechanical Contractors Association of 

America (MCAA) 

Rockville, MD 

Midwest Cogeneration Association 

Chicago, IL 

National Energy Solutions, LLC 

Long Beach, CA 

Northeast Clean Heat & Power Initiative 

New York, NY 
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OHR Energy 
Los Angeles, CA 

Orange Water and Sewer Authority 

Carrboro, NC 

PDR & Assocs Energy Corp 

East Brunswick, NJ 

Pew Charitable Trusts 

Washington, DC 

Polaris 

Lake Charles, LA 

Prince Law Offices, PC 

Bechtelsville, PA 

Regatta Solutions 

San Juan Capistrano, CA 

RV3 Group, LLC 

Fairfield, CT 

Saulsbury Hill Financial, LLC 

Denver, CO 

Schneider Electric 

Andover, MA 

SED, Inc. dba EnerG3 

Chattanooga, TN 

SEDESCO 
Baltimore, MD 

Sidel Systems USA Inc. 

Atascadero, CA 

Siemens 

Washington, DC 

Sheet Metal and Air Conditioning 

Contractors' National Association 

(SMACNA) 

Washington, DC 

Smith Power Products, Inc. 

Salt Lake City, UT 

Solar Turbines Incorporated 

San Diego, CA 

Southeast Energy Efficiency Alliance 
Atlanta, GA 

Sterling Energy Group, LLC 

Atlanta, GA 

T&D Services LLC 

Albuquerque, NM 

Tecogen Inc. 

Waltham, MA 

TEDOM USA INC. 

Waltham, MA 

TerraShares 

Morristown, TN 

TH Energisnal THC LLC 

Woodside, NY 

The Association of Union Constructors 

(TAUC) 

Arlington, VA 

The Heat is Power Association 

Oak Brook, IL 

The Wilson Hall Group 

New York, NY 

Thor's Hammare Energisnal 

Woodside, NY 
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Transenergy LLC 

Cannon Falls, MN 

University of Massachusetts Medical School 

Worcester, MA 

TVC Systems 

Portsmouth, NH 

White Harvest Energy 

Chattanooga, TN 

University of Alabama at Birmingham 

Birmingham, AL 

WinWerks Innovative Project Delivery 

San Diego, CA 

cc: Scott Pruitt, Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency 
Paul Ryan, Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives 
Kevin McCarthy, Majority Leader, U.S. House of Representatives 
Nancy Pelosi, Minority Leader, U.S. House of Representatives 
Mitch McConnell, Majority Leader, U.S. Senate 
Charles Schumer, Minority Leader, U.S. Senate 
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To: 
From: 

Anderson, Denise[anderson.denise@epa.gov]; Burton, Tamika[burton.tamika@epa.gov] 
Flynn, Mike 

Sent: Fri 6/16/2017 1:17:54 PM 
Subject: FW: [EMAIL 1 of 2]: EPA Reform Analysis- Read Me First 

Please print for me. Caution this is a large document! 

Mike Flynn 

Acting Deputy Administrator 

US. Environmental Protection Agency 

202-564-4711 

From: Kenny, Shannon 
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 4: 10 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Brown, Byron <brown.byron@epa.gov>; 
Greaves, Holly <greaves.holly@epa.gov>; Flynn, Mike <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>; Vizian, Donna 
<Vizian.Donna@epa.gov>; Bloom, David <Bloom.David@epa.gov>; Fine, Steven 
<fine. steven@ epa. gov> 
Cc: Bell, Matthew <Bell.Matthew@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: [EMAIL 1 of 2]: EPA Reform Analysis - Read Me First 

Hi everyone, attached pls find the first of two contractor deliverables related to the Reorg EO. 
Happy reading! 

Matt, please post on the sharepoint site, thank you. 

Shannon 

From: Chiara Trabucchi [m~m:Irnb'lJ&<ffi!@jJ:ill~:rrL!~!1] 
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 3:59PM 
To: Kenny, Shannon 
Shaw, Nena 
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Cc: Vadim Spirt 
Subject: [EMAIL 1 of2]: EPA Reform Analysis- Read Me First 

DRAFT-DELIBERATIVE 

FOIA/FOIL EXEMPT- NOT FOR RELEASE 

Shannon, 

I'm sending the lEe team's deliverables in response to the agreed-upon project plan, dated May 
2017, in two separate e-mails due to file size. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Recognizing the sheer volume of both deliverables, I look forward to discussing my thoughts on 
key take-aways, and high-level recommendations during our meeting next Tuesday at 1 p.m. 

All best, Chiara 

Chiara Trabucchi, Principal 

Industrial Economics, Incorporated 

2067 Massachusetts A venue 

Suite 4 

Cambridge, MA 02140 

t 1 617.354.0074 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Flynn, Mike[Fiynn.Mike@epa.gov] 
Flynn, Mike 
Thur 5/4/2017 11:18:29 PM 
Fwd: Interim survey results 

Mike Flynn 
Acting Deputy Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-4711 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Shirey, John" 
To: "Flynn, Mike" 
"Grantham, Nancy" 
Subject: Interim survey results 

Attached, as of 5:00 today. 

John Shirey 
US EPA OEI/OIM/WCSD 
Correspondence: 109 Alexander Drive (MD Nl27-05), RTP, NC 27711 
UPS/FedEx: 4930 Old Page Rd, Durham NC 27703 
Office: Nll5N 
Office/cell: 919-541-5730 
Google Voice: 919-355-8817 

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION 
This e-mail message is intended only for the use ofthe addressee. It may contain information that is privileged 
and confidential. Unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov] 
Gunning, Paul 
Fri 6/23/2017 3:41:20 PM 
FW: Pre-Brief for Jason Gray Meeting (more OAP info.) 

Reid- here is the email that Steve sent out with the attached transcript. The last question that 
was not addressed (time ran out) was posed by Rep. Kilmer (WA) 

From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 1:56 PM 
To: Bullard, Pamela <Bullard.Pamela@epa.gov>; Krieger, Jackie <Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov>; 
Gunning, Paul <Gunning.Paul@epa.gov>; Snyder, Carolyn <Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kocchi, Suzanne <Kocchi.Suzanne@epa.gov>; Moss, Jacob <Moss.Jacob@epa.gov>; 
Hopkins, Daniel <Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov>; Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov>; 
Walters, Margaret <Walters.Margaret@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Pre-Brief for Jason Gray Meeting (more OAP info.) 

Hi All, 

Embedded in Courtney's message below is some additional information that may be helpful in 
prep for tomorrow's meeting with Jason. For those topics that were addressed during the budget 
hearing last week, please see the attached transcript courtesy of OCIR for referenced page 
numbers. Resource tables and notes generated from content found in the FY 2018 Pres Bud 
submission for ENERGY STAR/other partnership programs are also included. 

Thanks, and please let us know if you have any questions. 

-Steve 

-----Original Appointment----
From: Hyde, Courtney 
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Sent: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 6:42AM 
To: Hyde, Courtney; LaRue, Steven; Walters, Margaret; Lewis, Josh; Haley, Mike; Bullard, 
Pamela; Krieger, Jackie; Whitlow, Jeff; Koerber, Mike; Gunning, Paul; Snyder, Carolyn; 
Charmley, William 
Cc: Salgado, Omayra; Shaw, Betsy; Kocchi, Suzanne; Hengst, Benjamin; Simon, Karl; Keller, 
Jennifer; Hopkins, Daniel; Green, Marie; Moss, Jacob 
Subject: Pre-Brief for Jason Gray Meeting 
When: Wednesday, June 21,2017 4:00PM-4:30PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & 
Canada). 
where: 65oo wJc~·---E~:--6--~--Pe.rson-ai-·fi·ri~a-cy·-·1 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

A quick huddle to go over game plan for the Jason Gray briefing scheduled for Thursday from 
12:00 to 1:30pm. I know not all folks are available at this time but it accommodated most 
people's schedules and you can invite others to the meeting. We will map out the order of the 
topics and the leads. If you have any questions, let us know. 

Thanks 

Courtney 

Topics to be discussed 

.;_-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E-·-·-·-·-s·-·-·-o·-·-·-~·:·b-·-·-·-·-·t-~-·-·-·-·P-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

":·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~:. _____ ~-----~--~---~~~-.!~~-----~<?~-~~~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
[~~~~~-~~~~~:~~-~Ii~~!~J~~~~~!~-~~-~-~~~~~J 

Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

• Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

pp. 3, 40 

Climate Protection Program (now labeled as 'GHG Reporting Program') 

($M) 
EPM 

FY 2017 Enacted 

$ 
$95.4M 

FTE 
190.3 

FY 2018 Pres 
Bud 

$ FTE 
$13.6M 50.0 

FY 2017 Enacted v. FY 2018 
Pres Bud 

$ FTE 

ENERGY STAR only (subset of Climate Protection Program) 

($M) n w n n tt n w n n n ~ 
2007 2008 2009 2610 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 E t 

EnactedEnactedEnactedEnactedEnactedEnactedEnactedEnactedEnactedEnacted nac e1 

Pay 8.5 
Non- 37.4 
Pay 

8.7 
39.5 

9.2 
40.5 

10.3 
43.3 

10.5 
42.8 

12.5 
37.2 

13.2 
36.1 

12.3 
34.5 

12.0 
32.2 

11.5 10.5 
31.7 31.6 
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Total 45.9 48.2 49.7 53.6 53.3 49.7 49.3 46.8 44.2 43.2 42.1 

Eliminated Sub-Program Projects 

Greenhouse Gas Reporting (FY 2016 Enacted: Estimated $66.000 M) Eliminated 15 voluntary 
partnership programs as part of the Administration's commitment to return EPA to its core work. 
Certification programs like Energy Star have been and continue to be successfully administered 
by non-governmental entities like industry associated and consumer groups. The eliminated sub

programs are as follows: 

AgSTAR, Center for Corporate Climate Leadership, Coalbed Methane Outreach Program 
(CMOP), Combined Heat & Power Partnership (CHPP), ENERGY STAR, Global Methane 

Initiative, GreenChill Partnership, Green Power Partnership (GPP), Landfill Methane Outreach 
Program (LMOP), Natural Gas STAR, Responsible Appliance Disposal Program (RAD), SF6 
Reduction Partnership for Electric Power Systems (EPS), SmartWay, State and Local Climate 

Energy Program, and Voluntary Aluminum Industrial Partnership (V AlP). 
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To: Mroz, Jessica[mroz.jessica@epa.gov]; Davis, Matthew[Davis.Matthew@epa.gov] 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Saltman, 
Tamara[Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov]; LaRue, Steven[LaRue.Steven@epa.gov]; Haman, 
Patricia[Haman.Patricia@epa.gov]; Walters, Margaret[Walters.Margaret@epa.gov]; Hyde, 
Courtney[Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov]; Wolfe, Michaei[Wolfe.Michael@epa.gov]; Harvey, 
Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov]; Snyder, Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Hopkins, 
Daniei[Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov]; Bullard, Pamela[Bullard.Pamela@epa.gov]; Clarke, 
Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov] 
From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Thur 6/15/2017 3:42:16 PM 
Subject: RE: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Jessie and Matt: Attached is a file with our responses to the three ES questions from the 5/19 
HEC water hearings. We've worked with OPMO on the responses,[-·E~~-·5-~--D~-iib~~~-ti~~-·P-~~-~~~-~-·l 

Please let us know if you have any questions or concerns - thanks !'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie <Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov>; Clarke, Deirdre <clarke.deirdre@epa.gov> 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Saltman, Tamara 
<Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov>; LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 
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Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov] 
Krieger, Jackie 
Wed 6/14/2017 4:59:22 PM 
FW: Data run on EnergyST AR 

___ .J~~.!.fyi_J_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~--~~-~-~J;~~)I~-~~~~Ix·~--~~~~-~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~J 
i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 
l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 11:33 AM 
To: Krieger, Jackie <Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov> 
Cc: Moss, Jacob <Moss.Jacob@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Hi Jackie, 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-E-,,-_-·-·-s-·-·=-·-·o-eirtie--r~l"tiVe-·-·p-r·oces-s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
Thanks. 

On Jun 14, 2017, at 10:34 AM, Krieger, Jackie wrote: 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------
Thanks, Carolyn. These are fine. i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~~.:--~·-=·-1?-~~-~~-~-~~!i~-~--~~~-~-~-~~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 

t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 5:32PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie 
Cc: Moss, Jacob ~M~~M~@~~IY
Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Hi Jackie, 
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Here are our draft responses. Let me know if you have any questions or feedback. 

Thanks, 

Carolyn 

a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to 
Energy Star products? 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been 
reduced due to Energy Star products? 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
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Carolyn Snyder 

Director, Climate Protection Partnerships Division 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202-343-9616 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 4:54 PM 
To: Snyder, Carolyn "'-.Q""I!1YJ''~~::rg!IQ!~~~~e 
Cc: Moss, Jacob <MQ§§~lQQJQ@~§UiQY> 
Subject: FW: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Just to share my latest back and forth with OPMO on the ES QFR. It seems that 
the answer to #1 is straightforward (and Reid and I spoke with Sarah about it also). 
When do you think you'll have the answers to ?a and 7b? Sometime tomorrow not 
too late would be great. Let me know- thanks! 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 4:49 PM 
To: LaRue, Steven 
Cc: Walters, Margaret < ~uVJ.!~~ ir~e::>n;r~Y!B!llill@!Wm.§lllir:t Hyde, Courtney 

Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 
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Thanks, Steve. We should have our answers to ?a and 7b ready to share 
tomorrow, and will check in with you re the answer to the first one. i"-E:~~-5-·~-o~iib~~~ti~~-·P-~~-~~~~--! 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex·~-·-·s-·-·:·-·-o·eifile·r~itfve·-·-P·ro-cess·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 4:30 PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie 
Cc: Walters, Margaret < 't"YJ.I~~ lt~e::>n;r~Y!B!llill@!Wm.§L.llir:t Hyde, Courtney 

Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Jackie, 

In attempt to track down whether the 1 0-year table was sent to HAC, we were 
informed of another request from CRS that OCFO has taken the lead on. The 
attached email message contains the back and forth, with the final product being 
the topline enacted budget authorities (not broken out by pay/non-pay). 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Thanks, 

-Steve 

From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 2:26 PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie 
Cc: Walters, Margaret <yj@!!§tl]~§!]l§fliliQ~~lQY 
Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Ed Walsh likely sent ahead the table to HAC short.!Y_?.f.!.~_r __ f.~g~_iy_iD._gjt_.f~Q_f!!.Jh~--Qff_i_~~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·
of Budget on 4/26/2017 but I have yet to confirm. i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process ! 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·E-x:~·-·-s-·-·=·-·-rieii"i)e-r-atfve-·-·P-rc>"c.ess·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-r 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 2:22 PM 
To: LaRue, Steven 
Cc: Walters, Margaret < 'tUYJI~i lr&AGr'h!~[ilill@lWm.§L.llir:t 

Subject: Re: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Thanks Steve. Wondering if the table itself sent to HAC? The question we got was 
for an average so we could easily come up with a number. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 13,2017, at 1:54PM, LaRue, Steven 

Hi Jackie, thanks for the call. 

I was able to track down the agency's response to a question that came in from 
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HAC staffer Jason Gray back in April on the ES budget. The numbers in the 
table reflect what has been coded as the official enacted budget for ES per the 
unique identifier that tracks funding separately for that particular program. 

!"-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! ~ 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

We'll reach back out to you later this afternoon. 

Thanks, 

-Steve 

From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 10:58 AM 
To: LaRue, Steven 
Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

From: Boyd, Wyatt 
Sent: Wednesday, April26, 2017 10:59 AM 
To: Williams, Maria <'f.lill!§f!J~!@!:@~.llilill2Y> 

Wa Ish, Ed < 't.'VS.=lliillW!@~Lillr:t 
Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Attached is Energy Star data 
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From: Williams, Maria 
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 6:05PM 
To: Boyd, Wyatt Beg, Gul :::~ru~~~;IQY 
Wa Ish, Ed <'YJ1VE_:l1§:tLJ;;;J;;!;~lli!JgQY 
Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Thank you very much 

From: Boyd, Wyatt 
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 6:04PM 
To: Williams, Maria <';LI'Yl''llil'gi!!J1§M~~lm2§LflQY::: 

Subject: RE: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Beg, Gul 

FYI we have this data. Waiting on clearance. Should have tomorrow AM. 
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From: Williams, Maria 
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 2:52PM 
To: Beg, Gul Boyd, Wyatt 
Cc: Terris, Carol 
Subject: FW: Data run on EnergyST AR 

I am pretty sure you did this already. 

Please? 

From: Walsh, Ed 
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 2:37PM 
To: Williams, Maria <'tiAJ!'i!!!iS!J'ffil.§.~!ffil~[lli~~> Terris, Carol 

Hi Maria, Carol 

Can we please pull this together for Jason. 

Thanks 

Ed 
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From: Gray, Jason L!I!J~Qd~2!h§Dill:lli!@l!~~§!J;IQY] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 2:06PM 
To: Walsh, Ed <YJ.lli§J~g@~!:.ill?Y.. 
Subject: Data run on EnergySTAR 

Hi Ed - could the right folks pull together a table of funding for EnergyST AR 
over the past 10 years, and include a pay/non-pay split by year? 

Thanks 

Jason 

<Energy Star_10 years.docx> 
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To: Orehowsky, Karen[Orehowsky.Karen@epa.gov]; Haeuber, 
Richard[Haeuber.Richard@epa.gov] 
Cc: Bullard, Pamela[Bullard.Pamela@epa.gov]; Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov]; Krieger, 
Jackie[Krieger .Jackie@epa. gov] 
From: Hopkins, Daniel 
Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 8:07:37 PM 
Subject: FW: RESPONSE REQUESTED by COB June 13- Red Flag Review of Draft FY 18-19 OAR 
NPM Guidance 

Rick and Karen, 

OPMO recently sent around the FY 2018-2019 NPM Guidance for a quick review. There are 
some sections that relate to CAMD, folks should take a look and let me know if they have edits: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Please let me know if you have any edits, and happy to chat if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 

-Daniel 

202 564 8626 

From: Walters, Margaret 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:45PM 
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To: Whitlow, Jeff <Whitlow.Jeff@epa.gov>; Haley, Mike <Haley.Mike@epa.gov>; McCubbin, 
Courtney <McCubbin.Courtney@epa.gov>; Bullard, Pamela <Bullard.Pamela@epa.gov>; 
Hopkins, Daniel <Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov>; Logan, Kia <Logan.Kia@epa.gov>; Costa, 
Shelley <Costa.Shelley@epa.gov> 
Cc: Salgado, Omayra <Salgado.Omayra@epa.gov>; Vincent, Marc <Vincent.Marc@epa.gov>; 
Roberts, Timothy-P <Roberts.Timothy-P@epa.gov>; Wolfe, Michael 
<Wolfe.Michael@epa.gov>; Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov>; Alpert, Adina 
<Alpert.Adina@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: RESPONSE REQUESTED by COB June 13- Red Flag Review of Draft FY 18-
19 OAR NPM Guidance 
Importance: High 

As a courtesy, we're providing a copy of the Draft FY 18-19 OAR NPM Guidance that we've 
shared out to the ADDs for red-flag review. Should you see any showstoppers, please let us 
know. We'll reach out to you on Wednesday should we require your assistance in reviewing any 
of the comments received from the ADDs. We are on track to get this to OCFO by COB on 
Thursday. 

Margaret 

Margaret Walters, Budget and Planning Lead 

Office of Program Management Operations 

Office of Air and Radiation -U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW I Washington, DC 20460-0001 

From: Perez, Idalia 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:40PM 
To: Air Division Directors and Deputies 
Cc: Walters, Margaret 

Vincent, Marc 
Subject: RESPONSE REQUESTED by COB June 13 -Red Flag Review of Draft FY 18-19 
OAR NPM Guidance 
Importance: High 
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ADDS-

Attached for your "red-flag" review by COB, June 13 is the draft FY 18-19 OAR NPM 
Guidance that is reflective of the FY 18 President's Budget. Again, our apologies for the short 
review time and please remember that this document is internal and deliberative, as marked. 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

When providing your review, should you have specific edits, please feel free to provide track 
change edits, or summarize your edits/comments in an email to me, Margaret Walters, and Marc 
Vincent (both cc'ed). As necessary, we will reach out to the appropriate program office with 
your feedback. 

Thank you, 

-Idalia 

Idalia M. Perez, Ph.D. 1 OAR Lead Region Coordinator 
U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency- Region 9 

75 Hawthorne St. (AIR-1), San Francisco, CA 94105 
P: 415.972.32481 email: llrr'~ill!!Jlill!r~W'Y: 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Harvey, Reid[Harvey.Reid@epa.gov] 
Snyder, Carolyn 
Wed 5/24/2017 12:05:29 AM 
Budget doc 

FYI - language about our programs on page 85 

https:/ /www. whitehouse .gov/sites/wh itehouse .gov/files/omb/budget/fy2018/msar. pdf 
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LIST OF PANEL MEMBERS AND WITNESSES 

CALVERT: 

The committee will come to order. Good mnrnir1n 

in rio •rliinn our Steve 
SC<3Iise, in our and prayers. We Police for their continued efforts to be the 
first line of defense to serve and all servants and visitors here to the Hill. We 
have a few of them here with us, thank you for all the work that you do. We thank you. 

on your confirmation. You 
group. We look forward to your vision and with you to orc•v1a1e 

the resources necessary to manage an agency. We are also senior 
advisor to the administrator. believe this is your first time before the subcommittee as well. 
Welcome to both of you. 

Before we dive into the Administrator have a 
ore:sidenl:'s fiscal year 2018 proposes to shift billion from non-defense cn<>nrlinro 

defense-side of the Those are IO[Hirles to meet and many choices were necessary in 
order to meet those '"'"~G'""· 

U.S. readiness. 
program cuts in one fiscal year is an untenable prc•position. 

The cuts of this and tasks at risk. that may be a 
rriJ·ir"·'"' that you hear from other Cabinet officials and may hear from r.nnnr<=>c::c:: 

process. And that's it is necessary I 
the Senate and the House come tnn,:>ttH>r 

we can have a common that we can work with. Neverthe·less, 
defend the that proposes to reduce the ~n,:::.nr'lrc:: t .. r.rlir•,... 

<..: .. nor·+• "'rl Proc1ra1m while considered an infrastructure 
nor·ro.,t This reduction will most f'Or-tninl\1 
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a investment in water infr·<>c·~n ~~~t .. r<> 

maintains for the Clean Water and n.;,-. 1,;,,.., 

and continues to fund the new WIFIA program. These are both programs that 
create construction 
the WIFIA program 

in every state and every district. As you 
the to additional sources of It could be a n<>•m<> .• l'h<>n•-.<>r 

to stem the nrn,\Mir\n b:acklog r.ornniAmAnt to the SRFs. 

we can work in coordination with our to 
find sound solutions to tackle the before us. know all members are eager to discuss various 
issues with you, so will save additional remarks for the your +oc:+inv""' 

am now to to my and our Ms. McCollum. 

MCCOLLUM: 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And Administrator Pruitt. 

The Environmental Protection is for prclte(::tirlg the .,n,,irnnml'>nt 

"'n·~•.rinn clean air and clean water for families and children. The you have come with before us 
would the health of millions of Arrt<>ril'<>r'"' jeopalrdi:;~e the of our air and 

water and wreak havoc on our economy. 

The administration's fiscal year 2018 abandons EPA's to the American 
propm;inq a billion a 30 cut. The last time the EP was this low 

was 1990. The administration has set the agency back 30 years, the environmental 
rh~~IIAnn~'c: we face Mr. last year on an that included <>llrnMir1n 

rn,mn<>niAc:: to and our land. He embraced climate ridiculed science and 
IA<>rlA,·c::hin on climate rh:~nriA 

aQE3ndla into action. Executive 
ch<mQie to our 

economy. to 
coal waste out of our water. And that waste is toxic. The most recent and most reckless action in 
my was the withdraw from the Paris Climate which has made the United States a 
rogue environmental 

The 
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mentioned like the Great which are economic for local 
communities. For every invested in Great Lakes res;tor·ation, there is return and benefits. These 
programs the American a and their resources while 

and nrrlrYH">firH"I 

The administration has shown its for both 
decisions. The proposes to cut the EPA's Office of Research and Develomne11t 
46 This office the foundation for credible science to sai'eguar·d 

under your the EPA dismissed worked done by scientists in the Office of 
Devel,oprnerlt when you canceled the ban on harmful have a letter from the 

American which asked the EPA to 
women from the exposure to this because this pe~;ticide rl<=lrTI!:'ll"lt=~c: 

evidence was evidence from doctors and scientists. was stifled the very 
office that within the EPA. 

The 
million. These cuts will states' core environmental programs that 
health. But I would be remiss if did not call attention to the workforce. This proposes to 
cut and enforcement officers who 

lead in and other rl:::~r1nP•rn••c: 
chemicals. 

We tend to that we owe them a debt of grartitlJde every time we turn on the water in which we 
drink from. It is safe. And as we Mr. President can propose this destructive 

On President into law fiscal year 2017, Omnibus 178 
Democrats and 131 RelputJiic<:ms voted to fund the EPA at a level which sustains the agency, 

the skilled federal health. 

Mr. want to thank you for wnrkir1n 

our nation. And as we move fnn.M"'''rl 

IMnrldrln r~>l::.tinn,.::hin And know 

And thank the Chairman for the time. And back. 

CALVERT: 

Mr. Pruitt is to be here 
Thank you. 

LOWEY: 

Thank you very Mr. Chairman and R::.'"""'''n And 
'"""lrnmt=~ Administrator Pruitt. have been """'''""r'\1 awaitin:q your +t=~c::tin>nr•\1 

stn3igt1t to it. 

The fiscal year 2018 for EPA is a disaster. You lt::l.1ut::;:,tt:u 

billiOn belOW the fiSCal year 2017 enacted nAr'f'Ar>t 

these cuts will be of a substantial reduction in '"n,rldnrr'"" 
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Yet this administration is its head in the sand and to a new conducted 
\/\1!:'1c:hinntrm Post ABC 59 oppose President decision to withdraw from the Paris 
Aaree~m·ent which has insured a unified response to combat carbon dioxide levels in our 
<=~tnnnc::nh"'r"" A substantial 55 of feel that this decision has hurt U.S. leader·sh!ip 
in the world. 

eo1reo1iot.rs reductions and eliminations are a reduction of over 300 million for the 
the elimination of over a dozen programs the 

nAr"I'Ar1t reduction in scientific research and 

We have a moral res;ponsibility 
~"~"''' 1 th•" future. This 

rh<Jnn•o kE:Jej:linQ OUr air and OUr Water Clean and f'rontirH"t 

economy, green of the future. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

CALVERT: 

OK. Mr. Pruitt-- Administrator 
nn~>nirln remarks. 

thanks for here and 

PRUITT: 

Chairman 
to be here with you this mr.rnirH"t 

Greaves. She serves as a senior advisor to 
in my prayers for your 

res,oe•ct to what occurred pray for the recovery and the orclte(}ticm 
want to share that with you and members of the committee. 

CALVERT: 

Thank you. 

PRUITT: 

the focus of our discussion imrlnrt<=~nt to note the very 
at the agency to Sp·ecifiC<iiiV as of our 

focused on air clean water and 
f'IA<:~n:inn up contaminated land thr.'\1 ll"lh c;:, 11"\J:Jrfo mrl and Brownfield 

imr,nrt<:~nt upclatE~S that this last year, the TOSCA 
very familiar. 
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nor1on::dht when the agency, have set three core which we were to 
nn'''"'''"' and make decisions. The first is the focus on the rule of law. We are reversina 
nnr~ri""I<Oif'h that one can this believe 
that federal exist to administer laws as pa:ssEld 
constitutional to pass statutes and the direction on the environmental oD11ec·t1vElS 
that we seek to achieve as a nation. action the EPA that exceeds that to it 

cannot be consistent with the mission. 

we are focused on process. Over the last several years, the 
"'~"""nr·ioc:: engage in rule- to consent and 

c::nrno·~h;,,, that we will not continue at the EPA. We will make sure the process is res;pectEld 
imr"'llo'm"'·nh>rl so that across the can have due process, as we 

the environment in a very way. 

we're the of the rule of the states. 
As you know very, very the one-size-fits-all to achieve environmental outcomes doesn't 
work. What may work in Arizona may not work in Tennessee. And 
environmental and needs. And will continue to engage in discussions with you 
about how shared environmental related to these outcomes can be achieved. 

With to the 

nri.·witioc with 
orov1de. And we will continue to focus on our core missions and our 

reE;po•nsibilities, "'nrttinn "r.'"'n"'""''i"o with the states to and land. 

are tO infrastrUCtUre beCaUSe SOUrCe Water nrrltAt~tirln 
treatment and unnecessary cost. 

And like President believe that we need to work with states to understand what think is best 
in how to achieve these outcomes, and what actions are aln3aCiv to do so. The EPA should 

intervene with states with to with law or do their to the 
water safe and clean. 

to contaminated we're to bad actors, and that means that our is to 
those who violate laws to the detriment of human health and environment. EPA's enforcement 

efforts have commitments from violators and billions of of 
as a result of those enforcement activities. 

nrirTI<ll"\1 innnlt::>m.t:>n!·or<:: Of the many enforcement action programs, We Will WOrk With OUr 
CO!llpliarlce and enforcement And we will focus our resources on direct 

with the and for the 
"'v'~"t'l" what is 

environmental outcomes. 

amxe,ciate the 
wnrlriron with you as we move forward to this 

ensure that we have clean water. thank you. And look 
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CALVERT: 

Thank you. And thank you for your statement. Before we move to like to remind 
committee members that we have a full committee of the bill scheduled for two pm this afternoon. 
Th1arefone. in order for us to for a break between 
encourage members to abide 

So with know that Mr. needs to leave noon to go to our friend's funeral. So if it is OK 
with Mrs. McCollum and other committee mAmh,,rc: would like to Mr. He can ask 
his quElsticms. 

Mr. Chairman. 

CALVERT: 

Thank you. 

SIMPSON: 

Thankyou, Mr.rh~irm~·n here 

One of them is the EPA has 
of the pelsticide the Office of Pesticide programs. Last year, r,..,,,,..,r,oc:c: pa:ssE!d the 

Re!JiStl"ati<)n ln1nrt1\tAmAnt Act. 

SIMPSON: 

In recent years, we've seen lower levels of to an erosion of reviews. While on the 
the OPP hasn't cut-- wasn't cut as much in this as other programs within the EPA. 

The presidenl:'s proposes to cut well below the mandated minimum. 

With a Office of Pesticide programs, creators in my district and other 
would not have the access to essential crop how can we 

ensure that OPP has the revenues to run and within the timelines under your current 

PRUITT: 

And the does not increase fees or oppose any new 
ex1Jar1ds the scope of activities that can be funded with current user but the 

reauthorization of it think is very as we head into the discussion. 

have mentioned in my comments that the the TOSCA last year, there are three new 
rules that were to issue this year. Those rules are on track to let you know. And sec;ondly 
the of chemicals that existed when we came into this --when came to this nnc:itir•n 
are to have the addressed the end of That was a 
set when came into the FTEs to focus upon that. There were members of 
our both at as well as in the chemical office that worked very And want to 
commend their efforts to reduce this ba·cklog. 

But your qw3st1on is very irr"""'-+"'''t with respe1ct to it and these fees that are necessary for us to carry out 
those very functions. 
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SIMPSON: 

OK. 

PRUITT: 

And agree with your assessment there. 

SIMPSON: 

<=>nr·-.r,:::ori,;:,·t"' that. One other program that have been propo:;;ed to be eliminated in this uu'"'l:J"'''• the 
u•c•v''-'u"' <=>rl•mirli<::tr::ltinn the Obama administration to eliminate two. And we've it funded at 

million. That's the rural water technical assistance program. 

As you from like there are many rural communities that don't have -
don't have the access to technical assistance for their water and so forth. And the rural water 
technical assistance program is very to these communities for able to that as!;;ist:an,ce, 
that would be able to afford otherwise. 

PRUITT: 

We look at water structure across the It's clear that in rural communities and in tribal 
communities that the that has existed between the the U.S. and 
those communities is very, very to ensure its safe And that is 
"'"'..,..,"'i>hir"' as we go to this process, would like to work with you on that other issue. 

SIMPSON: 

PRUITT: 

SIMPSON: 

Thank you. aprxe•cia1:e that. And we look forward to workir1a with you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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CALVERT: 

Thank you. thank the qerltle~mc:m Ms. 

LOWEY: 

Thank you very much. Administrator 
program. 

the proposes to eliminate the endocrine diSI'upitors 

PRUITT: 

LOWEY: 

It's called the endocrine rlic·-· •ni·nrc program. Are you aware of it? 

PRUITT: 

ma'am. 

LOWEY: 

OK. 

PRUITT: 

didn't hear you very well. 

PRUITT: 

Yes. 

LOWEY: 

I'm to discuss it. To this program, EPA screens environmental contaminants 
to determine their effect on human hormone function in males and 

n<>fft:~rr1C and in rhilrlrc>n 

rh<::mr'"'" to immune function. knew Thea Colburn. She's recentlv p<3ssed. 
"' ~r·nri<:e>rl ht=~<::.rir•n cuts in this program, she comes back to talk to us. Her work 

rh,::.nr,,.rl the way we consider chemical 

Because of endocrine BPA is banned in bottles and PCBs have been dredqe;d 
out of the Hudson River in New York. This is the of senseless cuts that will cost us more 
in the run with threats to health and that are costlier in treasure and in lives. 
We have so much more to learn about what chemicals in the environment is to us. How do you 

IUiiuw•!-J for this program, aren't you alarmed by the link between exposure to chemicals in 
,.n,tirnnm,.nt and consumer and to health and of 

and animals? What should EPA's role be? 

PRUITT: 

do share your concerns. In as we studied this is 
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that we can absorb the functions of the EDSPE and you within the office of the ovictir"' 

chemical and office we available to your '"'"'"''!J, 
and models to achieve that. But that you raised a very, very cnrr.oi·hir•n 

the program was established in 1 as you has had a sornelthirla 
as we the and talk with ""'n"''"'"'"' 
forward to your this can be restored and/or addressed in a different way. 

LOWEY: 

news. And won't even ask my next want to thank you for your consideration. This 
program. And do that you will address all of our concerns so that.. 

LOWEY: 

So we can continue to have an EPA that us. want to tell you that as a of 
worry about issues like this. And it would be so if we don't continue to move 

forward. 

So thank you so much. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

PRUITT: 

indiicai:ed, the TOSCA upclat€~s Co:1aress prc>vicled last year, the vvork that's 
on in our chemical office has been ov!T<:>r\rrlin<>t"-l There 

bac;kiCIQ that mentioned to you on the new ,...h,,m,;,...,.~c Con)Jre:ss\11/0nlan 
ovtlrOrY\OIH rlili,nor>tiH to address. It's that in about 120 or so bac;klc•g is 

,...n,mt'"'1 that it is a 

think it also ""''·+<>inhl to that as new chemicals enter the flow of commerce, that the 
EPA is to do its within the timeframe set this and confidence that we can 
those done in an efficient way. 

LOWEY: 

deliqhted to hear about your focus on efficie11cy 
rlic:r·• •ni·nrc: program that saves lives? 

PRUITT: 

As have indicaited, Co1ngres~;wc•mc:m 
And look forward to ,.,nrvi'"' 

LOWEY: 

PRUITT: 

Thank you. 

CALVERT: 

thank the nAintl~=•l>=~rh' 

But would you recommend the endocrine 

is to address it in the way that I've shared. 
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FRELINGHUYSEN: 

Mr. Se!~retarv 
"''"',."'"'"rl'" for power of the purse arise here -- is 

here on so we OO\/IOLJslv res.oe•ct prc1posal for your But it will be 
this committee and our Senate mt~>rn<>rtc:: that will determine the final outcome. 

And may say, share at times some of the animus that is aimed at your agency of different 
groups. But sort of have-- share some of that frustration because of the But also 
come from the nation's most New And we are home to a historical 

c::, 11n<>r·f• .r•rl sites than any of the state of the nation. I'm 
Congres;s visit the sites in my 

Prcltec:tioln, and you have a 

know there's been a here to reduce substantial for this program. think 
nAr·rAr1t of the program is money for the program comes from the The tJUI!IUl'"'';::, 

nAr·rAr1t comes from the American would like to say that 
pre•caiJtlcm and caution before you take any, too many dramatic 

PRUITT: 

This area of is a for this administration. think there's a sianifi1ca1nt 
nnoc,nr"tllrllh/ that we can achieve for the benefit of citizens in clean up contaminated sites. 
into the agency and evaluated the entire when you look at the 1330 c:: .. nar·f, "'rl sites 
across the there are many that have been on the site that that national 

answers. In some instances, about how we're to remediate 
sites. 

exl:ensiv·ely is a site outside of St. the Westlake 
list in 1990. The site is very in the sense it has 

nrlllnf"IC:: Of With abOUt tons-- I'm sorry, 8000 tons and tons of solid 
waste. And it has been distributed over a getJgr·aphical area. It was listed in 1990. 

And here we are 27 years and there's not been a decision on whether the cap, the or to 
excavate the site and to remove the uranium. That's poor That's not the citizens in 
the St. Louis area at all or this And so, what we're to the is we're 
rAn.Awinn our focus and to clear direction on how we're to remediate and achieve 
environmental outcomes. 

And so, could be an and it is c::nrn~=~i·hir•n 

indicated that the circle statues Rr.tiJRIIv 
is 

nrr.\/irla f'.l=>rt~~ini·\/ on the clean up, and make sure that those 
timelines are sites cleaned up across the But if ever becomes an 
issue with as an because we have sites that exist within the 

we will address those with you, and make you aware of those concerns. 

FRELINGHUYSEN: 

look forward to '"nrlrir"' with you. This is --we have a lot of in a narrow space and we 
are committed to clean 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

PRUITT: 

Thank you. 

CALVERT: 

clean water. This is one of the issues that is irnr,nrt<>nt to our entire delegaHon. 
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Ms. McCollum. 

MCCOLLUM: 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

Mr. take you -- take your in <>n•~"""r;,,,..., about you know to 
look into her about how the endocrine are to be funded and 
researched in the future. But I'm baffled about how you are to have any tools in the toolbox to 
do that. 

Once 
Brownfield slashed. So you can have a conversation with us 

and say where to make sure that these to har>pen. 
But don't see how it can h<>r-.n.:•n the EPA's overall 

AY::"'mniA the Which mentioned in my Statement and itS rnlnff1\/rltn<:: 

nitirAn~ntl\/ because knows how to say it 
do learn how to say it because this chemical is very da1nm~rous. 

a human revised health risk assessment. And it was very 
+hnrr.• ''"h'l" review. know you said one of your is the rule of 

at what to do about and toxic toxins in our f'h<>rn;irnl 

life exposure. The agency could not come up with 
any level that was safe on this toxin. And do come up with some toxins that do find safe levels 
with. But on this one, couldn't find <>n·"thmn 

and then this is how did you come 
ba•ckvvards, not at any of the scientific peer review on this 

with all the other cuts and the cuts in how am to have confidence 
that the best science was used that we do no harm to women who are pre!Qnant 
children who are born with you know all these toxins linr1Arinn 

PRUITT: 

You you mentioned several programs that you were concerned and others. And 
think there are some of those programs from a m::~n:::u,ArnAr1t will be easier for us to address 
the cuts and others. mean, with the program, as we are 70 of 
that is funded. And you we have collected over billions of dollars 

inoept.ion of the program to address cle1mup. 

on that kind of program, Member 1v1vvuuu• 

and than about money nrAc:Ar1tht 

there are others that you cited that it may be more than ma:na!qerne11t 

With to the decision on the USDA had a rr.rnnl.otol" 

it had made the EPA aware of 
every decision. It was based on science. And it was a decision that we felt 
was merited based upon that and a collection of information we consider. 

MCCOLLUM: 

PRUITT: 

We will prc1V101e yes. 
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MCCOLLUM: 

want their science by l"'nrnn<:>r<:>hl<> c:f'i,:.nti!d<:: 

--and with the cuts that que3sti()ns 
will you stand up and make sure peer- reviewed science is h"''"' 11"'n''"' 
enriDIC>vees. How does-- how does that h<>r'>n<>n? 

outhow makethose 

you told me rule of law was your first and foremost concern. have to tell you rule of law is very 
I'm a person who but the EPA's mission is to health first and 

foremost in my Do you with that? 

PRUITT: 

Not at all. And I think with respe1:::t to the science at our agency, ORO and the program v"'""""·"· it's 
irr""/"'\'+"'''+ that we the mission of those offices insofar as how we're to use the 
science. The science should be in 

nnr"Yl<>r'"ll function of the EPA is to carry out and mandates that has 
'"'c'u""'u from the Clean Water the Clean Air Act to Tasca and across the board and engage in rule-
m,,~;o;,..,n and administration of those statutes and ... 

MCCOLLUM: 

2018? Standards 
were science safe levels of,-,-,,,;,,,,,,,,." Ti1at '"'' ''!-lu''!-1"' 
from the mission and now it what is -- excuse me -- "'~"''"'nr>mil"'<>lh' 

+<>r·hnAir"'" available standards. that's a for me. Is that what 

PRUITT: 

No. What we have a to do in is build a record and base a decision on informed 
decisions from science to those across the that engage in the EPA process to make us aware of 
how rules are to them and that's to continue in each of our program offices 
from clean water to clean the air office across the board. mean science is to be to what we 
do. It's to be 

u"''""·::>, C:onare~ss·woma:n a•vLU·allv have scientist embedded in those program offices 
propo~:;ed to be able to carry out our core mission of 

n !l,,::.m,:::~kinn that's based on sound science that's and and is based upon real 
data that is not monitored but collected --excuse me-- is monitored and collected. 

MCCOLLUM: 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. know that there are others that have qw::stions. need 
to to later. But at this will back my time. 

CALVERT: 

thank the n<>tntl,::>l::.rhl 

ROGERS: 

don't know that the director-- the 
""''"u'"''"'c",, native of and a of Georgetc1wn '-'V""'"'" 

and then ran off to where he was educated at-- in Tulsa and went 
of you, Mr. Pruitt. 
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PRUITT: 

Thank you. 

ROGERS: 

want to talk to you about the culture of overreach in that agency. Time and 
years, federal courts have held that the rl"''""''·trn.<>nt 

en~Jag!ing in activities that are not authorized 
rer:1eated itself time and but it had de·va~;tatinq on certain 

in the coalfields where the war on coal led by the EPA resulted in some 1 
their and their home in my alone. we don't take to that 

What will you be to the culture of overreach in that agency where the both 
career and in their time and time What can we "'"'"'""+? 

PRUITT: 

the '""'"'trir"' member made reference to this as well. And think that when mentioned rule of law it's 
sornelthirlg that's academic at all. It has real --when you rule of law -- and 

means is we take statutes and act in a way that's not it 

We've talked about times here If there are concerns that we have as far as 
able to carry out our on the circle program, the program, and we 

think that there's a response that is necessary, we will advise you and --because we need the 
of to achieve this environmental outcomes as well. 

ROGERS: 

And what about your size? In your about the reduction 
in Can you elaborate on that? 

PRUITT: 

of the agency is to increase over the next several years. 

As you we've talked about in this up to per that seeks to retire. 
And so, that's how we're propo!:>ed cuts to About half of our em.ploveElS 
are in the across the 

The rAninn!:tl C<Jncept imr1nrt::::~nt because you want offices dis1per:sed 
with l'ntmt''' to ensure that we're tnn1<:>tt1<>r in a n:::u-tn~>rc:lhin 
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this is very irrllrll"lr+<:~rlt those are the 
we're taken to address the propo!sed uu'-'Y""· 

ROGERS: 

Thank you. 

CALVERT: 

Thank you, Chairman. Mr. Kilmer? 

KILMER: 

and thanks for with us. 

PRUITT: 

Good mnrn''"' 

KILMER: 

Good mnrnirH""I 

the opEmirlg 
actually "''"n''"'"i"'t"' the chairman's comments and the r<>n•~<'ir•n member's comments at 

concerns about some of these and how it affects your 
prcltel:::tirla the environment and human health. 

", •.J'-'"'" some of the concerns have in that 
exrJec:tation is that this committee will do better and we'll do 

to ask you to defend what consider to be indefensible want to talk about 
SPE~cific issue. You my on this committee have often talked about the role the EPA 
in effective local economy. In my we want the EPA to be en!::Ja~Jed 
in an environmental issue. We can't afford the EPA to check out on 

Our has 
over 80 million in revenue in our state. 
You talked about back to basics and 
and this that for them. 

You our Marine the 
dollars in revenue, over 
come to our area to fish. 
Sound. 

Sound. 
riAI'!Arlri on that 

fleets and our seafood preprocessors, billions of 
You tourism and recreation 
derJerld on clean water and a ho,~lth"' 

money-- and I'll also add money Sound recovery has a direct on and the 
economy in my state. Democrats and Republi<::arls business the conservation leaders all agree 
on that. dollar the EPA invests on Sound in state and tribal and local fundin1a 
to try to clean up this if the administration is committed to nrr.wirlrt the economy and 

in rural areas, what would say is that's not reflected in this uu•-'!-1"''" 

You have said this is a back to basics <=~nr~rn;:lrh 
tO remind YOU Of the the federal ni"\1./Arlnm&:>nt 

reserve to fish in 

PRUITT: 

Yes. 

KILMER: 

There are rn .. ltinlo fc>rlar<:>llll PlrOtE~CtE~d spel:::ies, orcas and Chinook salmon that are -- that call 
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Sound? 

PRUITT: 

KILMER: 

the EPA has also mandated obligatiorls under the Clean Water Act and the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act and other Do you that those are of 
your aq1enc;v? 

PRUITT: 

KILMER: 

parim~rslhip with the states and agree with the fact that there isn't one-size-fits-all. 
should states and rural communities be stuck the for the federal 

PRUITT: 

shouldn't. And that's as we've seen over the last several years this model. 
And this is --this goes back decades as you know to achieve environment outcomes. We need to 

upon the the the resources of those at the local level and the state level to 
n<>•rl-n•~r the but the EPA has a very role. 

issues across state lines. There are water issues that crossed state line. 
respo1nsilbilil:ies that identified that are o::.tatut•J' to carry out those 

You my first weekend-- been sworn we had 18 to 20 
governors, Democrats and and we talked about these very issues 
from to air attainment to how do we achieve those And from 
Democrats and said to me, "Thank you for -- so we can have a 
voice in the process." It hasn't for a number of years. We can but we shouldn't abdicate 

to your and we won't-- we won't abdicate r<=>c::nnnc::ihilih' 

KILMER: 

But the -- but the pra,dwced zeros out to this effort. 

PRUITT: 

More spElCifiiCally which effort? 

KILMER: 

Sound recovery. 

PRUITT: 

as Sound ap~)lic:stic1n for no rlic::.t'h::~rrl<=> "''"''.,...a·fhirv ... I'm very, very interested 
and concerned but also the the Great Lakes the 
Island initiative that that was mentioned im1"1nri::~r1t Those are ;"''"'"''""'"'''t P<3rtrlen;hi~>s 
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that had existed for number of years. And as we go thr<JUQih this process to~1ett1er want to work with you 
to achieve outcomes in each of those areas. 

KILMER: 

I 

KILMER: 

Chairman. back. 

CALVERT: 

Thank you. Mr. 

JOYCE: 

Thankyou, Mr.rh~irm~·n and welcome Mr. Pruitt and Ms. Greaves. 

want to tell you that I'm a little bit concerned also about the of the MLIIv<mEiV on the efforts 
for Mr. to clean up the Great Lakes and them as an economic asset for our 

been -- been a former member. 

three million receive their ririr1kirll1 
billion in spEmdinq "'"'n"<'ll" 

million tons of cargoes are c::hinn~>n <>•nn••<>lh, the Ohio's 
on Lake Erie. 

We see these of benefits in other states that border on the Great Lakes. And for this reason, our 
Great Lakes has the Great Lakes restoration initiative. This program has 
been successful. It is collaboration among our states and the federal local 
communities and is real progress in some the most serious our 
lakes. 

rlor,r<>•-lorl waterfront areas, and new economic 
rlonninn up the contaminated sediments in the Ashtabula River 

chinninn and recreational and the 

cleaninq up the Great Lakes isn't about rn•'ro.~tirlfl 
nn,c,nrt•.r•iti;:•c:: h•rin~>tt=>r future for our shoreline communities. The president.'s 

1\/liilwmFiv '-''""''"''•"''· if would 
and undermine the investments we have made to date. 

out of the GLRI has been instrumental in imr11orn"'''"'tir•11 such as the 
Ashtabula River. 

industries and communities. 

~,,c.::~IIL>i-1 has been nrri\JiriAii 
non-federal This money will be left on the table and many will not move 

forward if the GLRI is eliminated. 
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In <>rlriitir'n the bulk of our efforts to nr"''""''"t the introduction of the Asian carp would cease and 
nutrient reduction actions would not be pm;sit)le, in millions Of Of nht"ICrlhf"lriiC 
ontar;,,,., the Great Lakes and corrtrit>utir 

It is clear the 'u"u"''l..l 

Great Lakes. However vu'u"''" in~nn,rt<>,nt 
program. 

blooms. 

is the EPA's role as coordinator of the overall restoration 

Federal lea<jer~;hip <:irl<rlrt:::•ccinn nrn,hl<:>.mC that CUt across state and national hrlr'f"it>I"C 
ag•8n(:::ie:s, f11'1"1\lirlirlf"'l technical Cl 1r1nnrt 

the 

this role over the several years and has been to the success of the GLRI. Can 
to us how this -- how this function will be maintained if the GLRI is eliminated? 

PRUITT: 

said it well and thank you for your comments and your summary. This for a number of 
years, has the of the initiative. And we, at the agency, had rec:oqniz:ed that as well. 
And as we start in this process and continue the process, we look forward to with you to address 
the the water And you mentioned invasive we want to make 
sure that the states the commerce is a of the Great is nr.:::•coruc.n 
that forward in this uu\J!-·l'::'l. 

JOYCE: 

PRUITT: 

as we go think what's imr,nrt<>nt rec•oantize the of the 
initiatives that have been this to work with you to ensure those 
nrit"lritit>C are addreSSed in Whatever form it takeS. 

JOYCE: 

Will the cost share :::~nr1rn:'lf'h to "'"'·"'ninn up the contaminated sediments under the Great Lakes ~...c,"a''" 
Act continue? 

PRUITT: 

You oer·so,ective. you we have talked to many of the governors that 
are imr)acted these issues and we're in the discussions with them on how we can have a 

a more vibrant shared ap1pro,aclh. 

But as far as the fundinta that has been to be reduced and/or eliminated on this I'll 
<>ln::.<>rlu shared with you, We the of the Great Lakes. 

rec:oaniz:e irnn,-.rt<>nr•c. of-- to the citizens in that to work with to 
ensure that those obtiectivE:s were obtained. 

JOYCE: 

We can apr)re•:::ia1:e the fact that your agency has prc)vicled the 1eade1rship 
()("'1\Jt:>rlnmt>nt ShOUld aiiiM()rl<irln trlf1J'l,th,:::>r 

And last year, in the water bill 300 million for five years so that the aQ~:mc:ies 
won't have to worry about the you not know what money f'nl,...,irln 
in next year so start the research this year. That's moved us backwards. From the 70s to where 
we're at now, the Great Lakes has made tremendous difference in your or your :::~m::.nr•,rc:: 
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PRUITT: 

think you said it well in your in your summary and your comments it's money but it's also the facilitation. 
It's the coordination that the to each of those interested and 
c::t<>,~<'<=>lhr.lrl<=>•·c:: both that we that continue it. 

JOYCE: 

the appears to remove the federal n'"''"""nnm<=>nt as a n<=~o-tnt>r in 
all our work to resolve and manage the Great Lakes. Is that fair? 

PRUITT: 

think there are functions that the agency can nor·fr-.rm 

We've cited some of those. As an the Ch•asape<3ke 
states to address source and the agency and 
matna•aernerlt and facilitation in that area. think that true to the Great Lakes area as well. 

innr,nr+<>nt but think this as well and that's to 
continue. 

JOYCE: 

You which we're 
up with some on you this about the Great 
series of lakes. view this as a nationaluc;'""'L""· uu•"v''"''v 

And so, the national c::inniti.r<>r'""" 
communities to shoulder the burden of 

PRUITT: 

for them? 
is it fair to 

I'm sure, will be followina 
don't view it as a lake or a 

the states and local 

We view those states as and stakeholders and we'll continue to view them in that fashion as we 
go forward. And it's that we show but work with each those stakeholders 
to achieve outcomes. 

JOYCE: 

<:>ni"WOf'in·to you me Up in Mr. Chairman. know have exceeded my time. Thank you very 
much for your time here. 

CALVERT: 

Thankyou. Ms.Dinnn>o? 

PINGREE: 

Thank you very Mr. Chair. Thank you Administrator Pruitt for with us here 
chance to to know you a little and we can find ways to work <>ltl,,...,,,nh 
heard a lot of us on the committee have concerns with the oresident's ...,,""''"'~l"''" 
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CALVERT: 

CALVERT: 

OK. Thank you. Mr. Cole? 

COLE: 

Thank you very Mr. Chairman. 

And I'm if may, because think I've known the 
administrator for well over 20 years. was of State when he 
was elected to the State Senate in 1 remember And then was one of many 

that have him to run for ::lttrlrn"'\' in Oklahoma in 2009. He did that and he won that 
l"'<lrnn<llirtn and he did the or 
Democrat. 

can assure my on the we may have disaQI'eeme!nts over buclgets or policiElS or 
what have you, but you will find that to the administrator is is un1failinqly 
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will look for ways to work with you not am3im:;t you, and will handle himself in an ab!sol1utely 
aboveboard and ethical manner. 

And he's some around him too. see his chief of staff back there. I've known 
for a lot of years too. He worked for Senator lnhofe. He was his chief of staff. a team. 
He will do a tremendous it's a to see you in this my friend. 

COLE: 

very 
was, with all due to my friends that have a different If it was a 

in front of United States Senate and turn it into law rather than run the risk of 
which should President Obama chose to do and that was his choice. 

as you did in your +oc:+in,rwn' 

to have to have a deal that is better for the United 

want to commend the 
to engage, 

the American 

think you a lot of flak for it and know you 
of the advise that you gave and 

defended that decision. have seen you on television and in 
legisla1tor and as in our home state. 

for me. want to you one other 
to be the first EPA administrator that's come before this committee in 

Mr. alluded to it and my 

can assure you 
years that 

as much as 

Uf..l:>tdll;:, a minute ago 
Se<~retarv Mattis about the defense and we understand wars and games 

and decision was made in my view to a defense and a decision was made to take all of 
that out of nondefense. think that was an inapp1ror:1riate 

You President Obama used to have a one to one. increase in we 
have to create increase domestic. That's a false you know. think defense has the 

but there is no such It's as false to do a one to -- you every one we 
to cut one. You'd look at each individual function and you to make the decision. 

is to do what You work for the president 
you to defend the of the of the United States. counsel to 

collea!QUElS in the cabinet. 

can tell you didn't agree with every decision. But when decisions are your is to go defend 
it. But the final decision rest here. It does rest and the Constitution is clear. I wouldn't-- would 
never, you advise you about constitution of the United States. You know better than do. 

But in the we have --we have the c:n~>nrlinn ""' lirhnriht imr•nrt<:>nt that 
But at the end of the think 

be a 

you three areas. we all have our 
common themes on this subcommittee is a hir.:::lrl·ic:::;m rt""\rw,,r,~tir.n 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001409-00022 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

when you make these how will make up those money, the bigge:st 
rec:ipien·ts tend to be the po<xe:st tribes in the most isolated landmasses and areas with the most limited 
economic tools available and with citizens of any measure in terms of their economic or 
educational their .:>rronor"mn"'''t ptrospects are at the very bottom of the heat as we measure 
those sorts of 

PRUITT: 

thank you for your kind comments and have known the congressman for a number of years 
and he is a friend. He is someone with on many endeavors. And has served in the 
state of Oklahoma and this in a very, very wonderful and I aprxe·ciate 

COLE: 

We will. And know be open to that. We worked on Native American issues before in our 
but I'll also remind you that this as one of these are 

were not -- not generous We make certain commitment. So rn,,;nt,ininn 

commitments in in this Committee has is we're also serious about. 

I'll ask you one last '1w""""v' if may. It's not a I know a 
deal about. want to it's c:nrn,::.·rhir1ro hrn,o orol"lt up to me and my constituents actually 

of this but it's my un<jerstatndinq a revieW Of f""lhl'nhnC:!OitA 

And in the it's been -- kind of label it. It have But understand there's a new 
that has not been reiE3ased, called the Health Studies over at the Health and Human 

Services. But for some reason, it's been held for two years and it comes to a very different conclusion. 

could you look into that and could you see if that is 
make their determination have access to that data? 

PRUITT: 

intE3ra!ger1cy discussions with SecrEltat'"V 
as at HHS. These were -- it's imrv-.rl·,nt 

+""'"'H'"'' around these issues and we will --we will do that and 

COLE: 

OK. amxe·ciate that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

CALVERT: 

Mr. Stewart? 

STEWART: 
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And as I'm to when my the nec1ati\!e in-.n<>,f'k 

imr,<>f'tc:: on us here in the which I'll show you a moment. did a media interview 
felt like the EPA had their boot on the throat of America. If not their boot on the 

and 
at 

be on her chest. And that's all we're for here is a little bit of a relief from this --what we 
oel!le\i•e as a chairman the sense of reciul::ltOI'V 
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STEWART: 

PRUITT: 

STEWART: 

Thank you. Mr. rh,:>irnn<>n back. 

CALVERT: 

Thank you, ro<>•,tl<:>,m<:>'n Ms. 

KAPTUR: 

Thank you, Mr. and also Madam Member. for late. We had a concurrent 
which also had to be at. Administrator welcome. 

PRUITT: 

Good nnr.rnir"' 

KAPTUR: 

want to follow on is excellent remarks and say, would you 
an invitation to travel east of the River to the Great Lakes and 

with a group of elected officials to discuss the 

PRUITT: 

It would be a to you in a hin'""t;,,,::m I've some time in 
Five around other a there in but we talked about Great Lakes 
initiative and of that while was in R&:>roir•n Five and look forward to discussion with 
you and others in the committee. 

KAPTUR: 

Thank you very much. We'll make it convenient We'll make it easy. We will not serve you Asian carp. We 
will serve you or pickle,(ph 

PRUITT: 

Thank you. 
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KAPTUR: 

Let me say that ... 

Wola is better. 

KAPTUR: 

America can't afford to c:hr,rtf'h<="'v'"' our environment and human health. would assume you share 
that belief. The that is before us is and it cuts 
environmental orotec1:ion for inflation over a third and it's the lowest reque::;t we've 
had in 40 years. 

And our of the is ,::.vr\Ari.::>nr:inn threats to the Great 
earth. Lake Erie is the shallowest so it's it first. It drains the 
Lakes. 

And we have in our we're at 326 million. The world is at 7.5 billion. 
not any more freshwater. But we understand what environmental stress is all about and 

the Environmental Protection so for the future this we 
thank you for your service. 

In your you committed to the Great Lakes restoration initiative. the fr.llrn.,inn 

que~sti•:ms you can answer yes or no. We make it easy. Can you when you said EPA's 2018 
submission to the White House and did your leave EPA with the million in 

'u"u" 11'-l for the Great Lakes restoration whole or zeroed out? 

PRUITT: 

In that process, as far as the submission to the agency in the 
c::nrn,::.irhir•n that it's been a little while since we --those numbers -- I looked at those n• 11mh,::.rc:: but we, in 
our discussions with talked about the of the Great Lakes initiative. 

KAPTUR: 

had a hunch. OK. Your submission recommends also million of the GLRI's current 
fiscal year for 2017 that we and 50 million. Does that mean 
you will not be able to work-- and you can answer this -- to the of 
the area of concern at Ohio on the Black River? Because I'm concerned if the administration 
is to zero out GLRI and then take 50 million away from this that could 
work on -- in river that flows into the Great Lakes that was 

PRUITT: 

Yes. We'll look at the work in the-- with the consumer focus on that area, Cong1resswonr1an and 
can information to you. But the rescission that is around 
includes the million. That carryover is there and that's not intended to be 
Great Lakes. 

an overall pass back or rescission of the entire but we will look at-- we will look at that 
n<=~rtif'••l<=~r area that identified and make sure that the as far as that have 
been led -- that work can continue to the of the 

KAPTUR: 

scared us. We've heard it is your 
Five office in and move it out of the 
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Great Lakes to the west of the Mi~;sis.sippi River to Kansas. Could you confirm for me whether EPA 
intends to do that? 

PRUITT: 

That's pure As far as the discussion about or-- there's no consideration nrA.;;Ar1tlv with 
res.oe,ct to any offices at about them one location or another. That is that 
we've not-- don't know. I'm not sure where that came from. 

actually was and as went into there 
was media that somehow ..... "'""''" to be moved. That's not c:nrn,::~•thir1n 

Under diSCUSSiOn nrA·C:AI"lth! discussed up until that 

KAPTUR: 

Thank you. EPA's second 
Since you are a 33 """"""'""+ cut in your science '-''"''-'l-l'-'·'· over 
500 EPA scientist located in Ohio c:~=>r·\/inrn 

PRUITT: 

KAPTUR: 

want to ask your in a very Two years ago -- this is we want you to come to 
Ohio's freshwater was shut down over an entire weekend due to toxic blooms 

from Lake Erie that into the water treatment 

"''-4'-'""''"' to fix this tri-state bi-national environmental threat is enormous and the 
the water should not rest with the of a of 

watershed in the Great Lakes of over 2 million and 
about 11 million animals. "'' "-+h~,r ~ 11 ;,..f-,,;,..,.,m has declared Lake Erie is ;...,..,,,"';,."',..; but Ohio has not declared 
that Lake Erie is im~>aired. Indiana has said nothin·Q. And Canada sits out there on the other side of the 
lake. 

mandated to take action? 

PRUITT: 

Ohio 
Within your federalist view 

ore,ciselv where EPA is ;:,taltut•u• 

it's my that Ohio EPA hasn't-- does not assess the open 
but this is an area that we are committed to with the all states 
to ensure water standards are advanced and prclte(;te(j. 

With to-- with to serves as a co-chair of the Harmful 
Hw•nv•<=~ Research and Control Act group and we understand the 

dis(::harae into our waters. States had the as you 
'").l''"''c'"u". It's facilitation and technical 

assistance as we work with in that 

KAPTUR: 

will tell you this is not what it Mr. Chairman. The cuts that you have recommended to 
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whether it's OMB or your-- some your advisors on of the 35 cut to the Section 106 
Clean Water Act State Grants means that Ohio will have a 30 cut to its 
from that 106 cut and with the cuts in GLRI and so and the lack of on what we can do to 
handle this massive water threat. This is we want you to come to Ohio. 

PRUITT: 

look forward to with you. 

KAPTUR: 

Thank you. 

CALVERT: 

Thank you. Mr. Jenkins? 

JENKINS: 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Administrator thank you for here. Thank you for your new role. A 
have been said about the from you in this administration from Paris to 

rinl-.fcii"7irlf""! the agency and want to associate with those accolades and 1"'/"Wnnliirno,ntc 

A think heard very around this table and know you feel as well we 
all we love clean air and clean water. In West \tir.nini<> 

are second to none, but v.Je are an energy state in \lVest \/orr"n'"' but vJe're 
also a human resource state with the hardest '""rk-ir•n 

prede<:;essor car1didly in the administration did out 
VircJini:::ms out of work. I'll my from across the aisle from 

Sound at risk of 

we did lose over 1 direct of coal 
so many mPmr1ln\1m1"nt line because of the actions of the 

administration and the EPA administrator. 

as Chairman mention a moment ago, the power of the purse. know have been 
wnrl<ir•n here in this committee to to use the power of the purse to influence the direction and the work 
of the EPA in the And want to say thank you for of and oo1ooriur1itv 

We do have coal mines that are opEmirlQ 
and f""ll""\1'">1""\r"l"llrlit\/ 

for that. 

see and listen. 

PRUITT: 
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JENKINS: 

this administration and you and the 1eade1rship role that the EPA do see a future for coal? 

PRUITT: 

ab:so11utely essential we have a very robust fuel OIVl:lrSitY and how we n"''""'r""t"' 

alo,r>tri.,..ihl in this and we to see across the You cite that. And so, it is 
ab:sollutely an all of the above c+r<>+arn/ 

JENKINS: 

we that power of the purse. 
1-1''-'uu•v SiDOrlsored an amendment under the 2015 ozone in the mechanisms this process 
to-- or the EPA for the Is the work we have done in this committee resonate in rnr.uor•n 

forward with this administration and the work of the EPA that we are up in 
nril"lriti<=>c on those issues and others? 

PRUITT: 

JENKINS: 
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be 

JENKINS: 

look forward to wnr1<ir1r1 with you on that legisl<~tic•n we're rlr:::•ftiron Thank you. 

CALVERT: 

Mr. Amodei? 

AMODEI: 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Ll.rlomirlict,r<>tr'r to see you 

to move to Kansas. It's to move to Nevada. But the water from Lake 
Erie when it's drained is to be treated in Kansas before it's delivered to Nevada to facilitate the 
"l"''"m·•n of the lakebed of Lake Erie. We haven't had this discussion. 

AMODEI: 

think that's Yucca Mountain and we're to you on that too. 
very much. Mr. want to echo the comments of my collea!QUElS 
terms of the -- there's been a lot of discussion about the '·"·"-';.!'"''" 
to note that the has cut the agency a bit before you 
relative terms. 

And so, would to take those cuts into account in echo my collea~]ue 
sentiments about you may be the first person to more than you asked for uc;,,au""'• 

many on the --on the rooftor)s bt3QQ!ing 

a shout out to -- and hate to do this but rof<>rrir1f"1 to the --to the 
the name of the director of OMB think it's is beautiful and and If 

""'mn<>n=•rl what he deserves. think like that in terms of you a pass on 
that. 

will tell you this. I've some issues that want to but we've had some success 
rl"''"liron with your agency your liaison folks and with the folks out in nine And so, 
we'll look forward to on the calendar of the folks in the agency and with those 
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PRUITT: 

CALVERT: 

Thank you. Ms. McCollum? 

MCCOLLUM: 

to states and tried 
nonstarter here. 

States from the Environmental Council of State 
Federal Funds Account on average 27 nor·ro.,t of state environmental That's a ,, ,,rt,,r -- that's 

state And think it's to remember that states have the to 
rocnnncihili·h, back to the EPA we have to this nn,,...n,>rchin rnr"'iron 

up here as we're rnrniron 

SecrEltar-y Zinke because sometimes there are kinds out there haJJPEinirlQ and 
you back to my letter. 

tell me, is there a or you could share with the chairman and on 
responses to both the chairman and and other members of r:nnnrAc::c: 

qw3stion --we're that some committees are to rAc:nnrlrl 

chairman and some are not to respor1d 
if so, could you share it with us? 

PRUITT: 

You because as went to the confirmation process, met 
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both Democrat and many of whom were not on the actually 
time with them and hear their concerns. 

been sworn I've been on 
""'t-'uu,...,c,, members. It is my belief that it's my 

MCCOLLUM: 

OK. 

PRUITT: 

And look forward to so. act.uallv was in East as indicated 
DonnE3IIy on that very imr>nrt,;:,nt site that needs to be --with new leadership. 

is c:nrTI,::.·~hir>n that there's not a versus 

MCCOLLUM: 

was 
that 

I'll call you if don't think I'm a response. Another been in the news 
and I'm sure -- I'm not sure -- know you saw it that there were that you failed disclose e-mail 
account that you had while you were the one at esiJ@Ioklahorrlaag.£IOV. 

And it's kind of because at your you said you had two e-mail addresses and now 
this third one came forward. So you weren't accurate at the time. And Senator Whitehouse 
said that you had several to correct the record on your e~mails. He~~ in he has a 

that goes on to say, "Since your disclosure of your e-mails 
with energy that now the EPA." 

for the record and you can back to us what for e-mail addresses as 
adrnin,istr·atc>r what other forms of electronic communication that because want to 

build a level of trust between all of us. that ... 

PRUITT: 

If may, both in my oral as well as in --there's a letter avLuctiiY that's submitted to EPW in 
that states e-mail accounts. there that the 

are not accurate. we have informed the committee that was 
t.::.c:·timt>n\1 We will you information about the current activities as well. 

MCCOLLUM: 
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because we r1ave a ,-n<><>ti,,,-, for the full cornrnittee 
to wrap this 

ap1Jreciate you Administrator Pruitt. 

CALVERT: 

Mr. Kilmer. 

KILMER: 

if any real 
1 o'clock 

cornrnents u-1en 
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GENERAL NOTES 

1. All years referenced for budget data are fiscalyears unless otherwise noted. All years 
referenced for economic data are calendar years unless otherwise noted. 

2. At the time of this writing, only one of the annual appropriations bills for 2017 had been 
enacted (the Military Construction and Veterans Affairs Appropriations Act), as well as 
the Further Continuing and Security Assistance Appropriations Act, which provided 2017 
discretionary funding for certain Department of Defense accounts; therefore, the programs 
provided for in the remaining 2017 annual appropriations bills were operating under a 
continuing resolution (Public Law 114-223, division C, as amended). For these programs, 
references to 2017 spending in the text and tables reflect the levels provided by the 
continuing resolution. 

3. Detail in this document may not add to the totals due to rounding. 

U.S. GOVERNMENT PUBLISHING OFFICE, WASHINGTON 2017 
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MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS IN THE PRESIDENT'S 2018 BUDGET 

This volume describes major savings and reform proposals included in the 2018 President's Budget. It includes both 
discretionary and mandatory savings proposals that bring Federal spending under control and return the Federal bud
get to balance within 10 years. These proposals encompass a common sense approach to redefinethe proper role of the 
Federal Government, and curtail programs that fall short on results or provide little return to the American people. 

In total, this volume highlights 2018 savings of $57.3 billion in discretionary programs, including $26.7 billion in 
program eliminations and $30.6 bi Ilion in reductions. The volume also describes the major mandatory proposals sum
marized in Table S-6 of the Budget volume. 

Going forward, the Administration will build on these proposals in order to implement the President's charge to 
create a leaner, more accountable, less intrusive, and more effective Government. 
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Agrirulture 

MAJOR DISCRETIONARY BJMINAllONS 
(Budget .Authority in Millions) 

McGovem-Dole International Food for Education :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrrr:: 
Rural Business and Cooperative Service :::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rrorr:: 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

2018Change 
2017 ffi 2018 Request from 2017 

201 ::::::r:rr:::r: -201 
95 ::::::r:rr:::r: --95 

498 ::::::r:rr:::r: -498 
Rural Water and Waste Disposal Prog:g~ram~Arxo~~u~nt~===========~ I 
Single Fcmily Housing Direct Loans ::I 1---------+------+----=-

Totai,Agriculture ;rililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililili 

61 ::::::r:rr:::r: --61 
855 -ass 

Coomerce 

EconomicDevelopmentAdministration · · · "'"'"""""'" 
Manufacturing Extension Partrership :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrrr:::r 
Minority Business Development Ai;Jarcy :::rro:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr 

251 
130 
32 

::::::r:rr:::r: 

30 -221 
6 -124 
6 -26 

262 ::::::r:rr:::r: 262 

675 42 ~ 

National <:reanic and Almospheric Administration Gran1s and Education rr:::r:::r:::r:::rro:::rro:::r:::r:::rro:::rro:::r:::r~--~~--~~~--~~ 
Total, Cannerce ;Httil 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 ouuu uuuouuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuur 

Education 
21st Century Carrnunity Leaming Centers :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrrr:::::r:::r 
Comprehensive Literacy Development Gran1s :::rro:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrrr:::::r:::r 
Federal Supplemental Educational Opportunity Gran1s :::rro:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr I 
Impact Aid Paymen1s fo1rr F~ed=era~I~Pro~pe~rty~==============~ 
International Education :::r 
strengthening Institutions :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr 
student Support and Academic Enrich"nent Gran1s :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr I 
Supporting Effective Instruction state Gran1s :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrro::::r 

1,164 
190 
732 
67 
72 
86 

277 
2,345 

::::::r:rr:::r: -1,164 
::::::r:rr:::r: -190 
::::::r:rr:::r: -732 
::::::r:rr:::r: --67 
::::::r:rr:::r: -72 
::::::r:rr:::r: --Q6 

::::::r:rr:::r: -277 
::::::r:rr:::r:. -2,345 

43 ::::::r:rr:::r: -43 
4,976 ::::::r:rr:::r: -4,976 Tea:e~~c:::e~~~H~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ f------~r----=="1--------~ 

Energy 
Advanced Research Projec1s AI;Jancy-Energy :::rrrrrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::r:::rrrr 
Advanced Technology Vehicle Manufacturing Loan Program and Titie 171nnovative Technology 

Loan Guarantee Program :::rro:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrfu:::r:::rrrr:::rrrrfu:::r:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr::::rTiiTI:::r: 

290 

21 

-26 -J16 

::::::r:rr:::r: -21 
340 279 --61 
651 253 -398 

Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrrr:::r 1---~~-----=:=-t---=-=
Total, Energy !til (i I' II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II U i' lfltll 1!11 ti Uilililililli :I HHHHHHHHHHiiiiiiUHiilililililili 

Health and Hunan Services 
Ai;Jarcy for Healthcare Research and QJality 1 333 ::::::r:rr:::r: -J33 

714 ::::::r:rr:::r: -714 
491 88 -403 CommunityServicesBiockGrant~:~~~~============~~ Health Professions and Nursing Training Prograrrs 

3,364 ::::::r:rr:::r: -0,364 
4,922 88 -4,834 

Low lrcome Home Energy Assistance Program :::rro:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::r:::r 1---~:-::-t---=~--~~ 
Total, Health and Hlman Services Hililililililililililililililililililil ililililiiHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHt 

Hcmelancl Serurity 
Flood Hazard Mapping and Risk Analysis Program rr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::rrr:::::r:::rrrr I ::::::r:rr:::r: -190 1:::1 

'fV ::::::r:rr:::r: -45 
235 -235 

Transportation Security Ach1inistration ll.a..v E:n~orcerral,t Girar1ts :::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ro::::ru:::r= ~---....;.~~--~~~---~~ 
Total, Haneland pi1 11 r, our· 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 

Interior 
Abandored Mine Land Gran1s :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rro 
Heritage Partrership Progrcm :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rro 

125 
2,994 

948 
56 

4,123 

90 
20 

::::::r:rr:::r: 

::::::r:rr:::r: -125 
::::::r:rr:::r: -2,994 
::::::r:rr:::r: --948 
::::::r:rr:::r: -83 
::::::r:rr:::r: -4,123 

::::::r:rr:::r: --90 
1 -19 

13 ::::::r:rr:::r: -13 
123 -122 

National Wildlife Refuge Fund :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rro 1---.....,.:~-----'="'t---.....,.:~ 
Total, Interior ftililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililil 

Justice 
210 ::::::r:rr:::r: -210 
210 ::::::r:rr:::r: -210 

state Criminal Alien Assistarce Program :::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rro:::rrorr:: t------::'7-:-1----==r---7:-:
Totai,Justice ftililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililil 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

MAJOR DISCRETIONARY BJMINATlONS-Caltinued 
(Budget .Authority in Millions) 

Labor 

Migrant and Seasonal FarmNorker Training :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:IW::: 
OSHA TrainingGrants :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:IW::: 
Senior Carmunity Service Bnployment Program 

Total, Labor ;Httil 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 

state and USAID 
Develor:ment Assistance :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I 

Earmarked .Appropriations for Non-Profit Organizations 

The Asia Foundatio~rn~=====================~ East-West Center ::I 

2018Change 
2017 ffi 2018 Request from 2017 

82 m::::::rn:I --S2 
11 m::::::rn:I -11 

434 m::::::rn:I -434 
5Zl m::::::rn:I -5Zl 

2,5091 J -2,509 

17 m::::::rn:I -17 
17 m::::::rn:I -17 

1,713 m::::::rn:I -1,713 
4,256 -4,256 

f"'..:::480Title II Food Aid :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:IJJJJJJ::: 1------+~1---==1----+~ 
Total, State ancllJSAID H 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 1 1 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 m::::::rn:I 

state, USAID, and Treasury 
1,590 m::::::rn:I 1,590 
1,590 -1,590 

Green Climate Fund and Global Climate Change Initiative :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:IW::: !--~~~-____;~~-____:~~ 
Total, Sfate,LJSAID, and Treasury pi1 i1 i1 i1 fHPI i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i I i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 OHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH m::::::rn:I 

Transportation 
499 m::::::rn:I -499 
499 m::::::rn:I -499 Nat*=~~=r::·~~~H;U~il~ili~~~t~lii~IIIGER~il~il~ili~:l~li~li~lil~il~il~il~ili~li~li~lil~il~il~il~ili~P~H~P~Iil~il~il~il~ili~li~li~li~lil~il~il~il~ili~li~li~lil~il~il~il~ili~l 1----.;..;;..+---"=""!----;.;..;;_ 

Treasury 
431 J -43 
43 -43 

Global Agriculture and Food Security Program :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::Im::: 1---~+--___;;;=~---:.::.. 
Total, Treasury !ill' in! q I' i1 i1 q II II (fl1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 i1 OHH!(HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH m::::::rn:I 

Envirorrnental Protection Ageocy 

Energy star and Voluntary Climate Programs :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:II:::I 66 m::::::rn:I --ffi 
427 m::::::rn:I -427 
493 -493 

Geographic Programs :::rn:Il:::rn:Il:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::Iliil:::IliilJJJJJJ::: 1--------7~-----"="1----~ 
Total, Envirorrnental Protection Ageocy q 1, H11 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 m::::::rn:I 

National Aeronautics and Space Adninistration 
191 m::::::rn:I -191 
115 37 -78 
306 37 -269 

Five Earth Science MM~iss~i~ons~====================~ 
OfficeclEd~on:::I ~----~~------~------~ 

Total, National Aeronautics and Space Alininistration tlilllliltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltltll 

Other Independent Agencies 
c~i~l~rety~~:::rn:Ilmrr:::::Im:::rr::mmrr:::::Im:::rr::mmrr:::::Im:::rr::mmrr:::::Im:::rr::mmrr:::::Im:::rr::mmrr:::::rm::: 

Corporation for National and Community Service :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::Iliil 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::Iliil 
Institute of Museum and Library Services :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::Im::: 

International Development Foundations 
African Development Foundation :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:II:::I 

lnter-Ameri~n Foundatioorn~===================~ Legal Services Corporation ~ 
National Enclo\Mnent for the Arts :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::Im::: 

National Enclo\Mnentforthe Hlmanities ~===============~ 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation • 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::Im::: 

Regional Commissions 
Appalachian Regional Commission :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I 
De~a Regional Authority :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:Im:::m::: 
Denali Commission:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:II:::I 
Northem Border Regional Carmission :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I 

US lnstituteofPeace~~::~================= u:s::Trade and Develor:ment Agency 

11 9 -2 
1,093 135 --958 

484 30 -454 
230 23 -207 

301 81 -22 
22 5 -17 

384 33 --051 
148 29 -119 
148 42 -106 
175 27 -148 
83 61 -22 

146 27 -119 
25 3 -22 
15 7 --S 
8 -7 

35 19 -16 
60 12 -48 
11 7 -4 

3,108 478 -2,630 
WoodrowVI/ilson International Center for Scholars :::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:I:::rn:IW:::I-----:-,J.U------:Jt--.....,....~ 

Total, Other 1 , A, ies IH!illil,lilillllt'ilf ,IIIU,!IIIiiHIIIIHdiillliU!IIIiil,IIHiii,IHPHlilifdl!! 

Totall\llajor Discretionary Elininations if! I i1 Uilllli l1 Iii! II I ill i1 PII ill! U II Ull HU!III I( if !I '(II!' i1 HOI! fill<~ Ul, II l1 Iii I H 

1 The 2018 Request rncludes $272 mrlllon wrthrn NIH to consolrdate AI-RQ's actrvrtres wrthrn NIH:: 

27,5921 8991 ~.693 

3 
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Agrirulture 

MAJOR DISCRETlONARY REDUCllONS 
(Budget .Authority in Millions) 

Conservation Operations :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil 
Forest Service Land .Acquisition :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

2018Change 
2017 ffi 2018 Request from 2017 

849 7ffi --S3 

63 8 -{55 

Rural Development Salaries and Expenses :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil~ 1----..;..;....;.+---....;.;;;;+-------'"'-677 624 -{53 

Totai,Agriculture ;rilililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililil!! 1 1ililililililililililililililililililililili 1,589 1,398 -191 

Defense 

:::rrrrm: :::rrrrm: ~,~,"~"~' Base Realigrment and aosure :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil~ t----==r-___;;;=,_----'== 
Total, Defense pi1 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu :::rrrrm: :::rrrrm: :JlilJJI: 

Education 
FederaiVI/orkstudy ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~IJIIJJJ::: 988 500 -488 

322 219 -103 
898 808 --90 

2,208 1,527 ~1 

Gaining Early Awareness for Undergraduate Prograrrs:::rn:I:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ililrr::: I 
lRIOrr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr::::: 1---~---==+----~ 

Total, Education pi1 111111111111111111111111111111 !PI 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 !PI 1111111111 uooooo! 

Health and Hunan Services 
Food and Drug Mninistration Medical Produ::t User Fees:::rn:Ililill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilillrr:::rr::: I 
National Institute for O:cupational Safety and Health :::rn:IIlilll:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ililrr::: I 
National Institutes of Health Topline :::Ilil:::Ilillilillilillllilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ililrr:::rr::: 

3,760 
3,760 

769 
338 

31,674 

1,606 -2,154 
1,606 -2,154 

:::rrrrm: -769 
200 -138 

25,863 --0,791 
60 38 22 Office of the National Coordinator for Health Information Technology ::JJJJ:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::rn:I:::Ililrr::::: ~~--~i---___:~--__:~ 

Total, Health and Hlman Services Hililililililililililililililililililil ilililililililililililililililililililililililili 32,841 26,121 ~720 

Hcmeland Serurity 

1,979 1,212 767 Federal8nergency ManagementPgency state and Local Grants ::JJJJ:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::IlillJJJJJ:::Ilil:::rn:I:::Ililrr:::~--~~t--_J~~--..::?.§I. 
Total, Haneland iPI 1111111111 i' 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 llil 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 1,979 1,212 -767 

Housing and Urban Develof:ment 
Grants to Native .American Tribes and Alaska Native Villages:::r::::r, ':::I' :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:J I 708 600 -108 

37,162 35,228 -1,934 Rental AssistancePrograrrs :::Ilil~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~rr:::rr::: 1--..:..;..:..:..=.1--..:..:..:;::::.:.1-----'-':..:....:.. 
Total, Housi~ and Urban Develcpnent Hililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililil 37,870 35,828 -2,042 

Interior 
183 54 -129 Federal Land .Acquisition :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilill---..:..::.:+---___::.+-__ __:.::::.. 

Total, Interior ftililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililil 183 54 -129 

Justice 
444 -444 -res Federal Prison System, Construction :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ililrr::::: 1---__.:_4 __ ___;~---==-

Totai,Justice ftl!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l!l! 444 -444 -ass 
Labor 

Bureau of lntemational Labor Affairs ::JJJJlJJJJJ:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::IlillJJJJJ:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ililrr::::: 86 19 --67 

OfliceofDisabilityErrploymentPolicy ' """'" " 38 27 -11 
3,474 2,133 -1,341 WlOA Titles I and Ill Fonnula Prograns (Adult, Youth, DislocatedVI/orkers, Errployment Service F~' 1--___::z...;,;_+------':::.;.:,_ __ ...;,.c::..:...:... 

Total, Labor ;Httil 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 r, lllililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililililil 

state and USAID 
Educational and Cultural Exchanges :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilililillllilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::IlillJJJJJ 
Global Health Prograrrs rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::::JJJJ 
lntemational Organization Contributions ::JJJJ:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::IlillJJJJJ:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::IlillJJJJJrr:::: 
Overseas Contingen::y Operations :::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilillilill:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ilil:::Ililrr::: 

3,598 

590 
8,487 
1,660 

19,195 

2,179 -1,419 

285 ~ 

6,481 -2,006 
900 -780 

12,017 -7,178 
796 391 -405 Peacekeeping~rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::rr:::::rr::: 1--------'-=t--....::.:.+---...:..::.::.. 

Total, State ancllJSAID H 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 1 1 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 30,748 20,074 -10,674 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

MAJOR DISCRETlONARY REDUCllONS-Continued 
(Budget .Authority in Millions) 

Transportation 

Capital Investment Gran1s (New Star1s) :::IJJI:::IlJI' 'Til' "lli' ::m:: "lli' "lli' "lli' "lli' ::m:: "lli' "lli' "lli' ":::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI~ 

2018Change 
2017 ffi 2018 Request from 2017 

2,160 1,232 --928 

Essential Air Service :::rrrr:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IJJI:::IlJI 

Gffin1srokmffik:::IJJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJITIITII~--~~~----~~----~ 

175 TII:::IlJI -175 

1,404 774 --Q3() 

Total, Transportation pi1 111111111111 u t1 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 3,739 2,006 -1,733 

Treasury 
Ccrrmunity Develq::ment Financial Institutions Fund :::IIll:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJIW:::: I 234 14 -220 

41 20 21 Special Inspector Geneffil for Troubled Asset Relief Program;:J'ill"'ill' :::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrr:::rrrrm ~---..i1_J_ __ ~Qj_ __ _:~ 
Total, Treasury H•illl1 il il il il il il il il il HI! il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il i I il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il 275 34 -241 

Army Corps of Engineers 
5,978 5,002 -976 Corps of Engineers- PgencyTopline :::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJII----=::..:...=.1----==1-----:..:...:.. 

Total, Army Corps of Engineers ; H U iIi IiI iIi IiI iIi IiI iIi IiI iIi IiI iIi I U 0 i l H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H H 5,978 5,002 -976 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Categorical Gffin1s:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJIW:::: 1,079 597 -482 

Enfo~ntTIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIIm:::::::rrrr 548 419 -129 

483 249 -234 
1,092 762 --J30 

Research and Develq::ment :::IJJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI:::IlJI~ 

Su~~nd:::IlJITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITIITII~--~=+----~~----~ 
Total, Environmental Protection Agency ;Httil 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 3,202 2,027 -1,175 

I I 
6,900i 6,124i 776 
6,900 6,124 776 

National Science Foundation 

National Scierce Foundation, Research and Related .Activities and Education Gffin1s :::r:::r:::r:::r:::r:::r:::r:::rl--~~f--~~~--...=;~ 
Total, National Science Foundation Ill 1 It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It It 1 

Totall\llajor Discretionary Reductions ; u n 11 il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il il 1 135,3141 104,7481 -30,566 

5 
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6 

MAN:>AlORY SAVINGS PROPOSALS 
(OJ!Iays and Receipts in Millions of Dollars) 

M.ilti-Agency 
Eliminate Allocations to the Housing Trust Fund and Capital Magnet Fund 
Reduce Improper Payments Government-wide 
aher Program Integrity Initiatives '""iiii<iiiiiiiiil::" 

Reform Federal Disability Prograrrs 
Reform Financial Regulation and Prevent Taxpayer-funded Bailouts 
Reform the Medical Liability System 
Repeal and Replace Obamacare 
Spectrum Auctions 

Agriculture 
Agricultural Mari<eting Service User Fee "',i':iiiill'"'' 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service User Fee 
Eliminate Interest Payments to Electric and Telecarmunications utilities 
Eliminate the Rural EconaTiic Development Program 
Farm Bill Savings 
Food Safety and Inspection Service User Fee 
Grain Inspection, Packers and stockyards Administration User Fee 
SNAP Reforms 
SNAP Retailer .Application Fee 

Eck.lcation 
Create Single Income-Driven Repayment Plan 
Eliminate Aocount Maintenance Fee Payments to Guaranty Agen::ies 
Eliminate Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
Eliminate Subsidized Loans 

Energy 
Power Administration Transmission Assets 
Repeal Borrowing Authority forVVestem Area Power .Administration 
strategic Petroleum Reserve -Reduce by Half 

Health and Htman Services 
Eliminate the Social Services Block Grant 
Reform Medicaid 
strengthen the Child Support Enforcement Program 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families Reforms 

Haneland Security 
Extend Expiring Customs and Border Protection Fees 
Reform of the National Flood insurance Program 

Interior 
Cancel Southem Nevada Public Lands Management Act Balances 
Federal Land Transaction Act Reauthorization 
Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act Repeal 
Lease 01 and Gas in Arctic National Vllildlife Refuge 
Repeal Enhanced Geothermal Payments to Counties 

Labor 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation Multiemployer Premiums 
Unemployment lnsuran::e Solvency Standard 

Treasury 
Authority for Bureau of Engraving and Printing to Construct A New Facility 
Require SSN for Child Tax Credit & Eamed ln::aT!e Tax Credit 

Veterans Affairs 
Cap Gl Bill Flight Training 
Cost of Living Adjustments Round Down "111111111111111 ll(\\\\\\(l\l\\111111\\llllll\\llllll\\111111\\llllll\\l 

Individual' 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

Five YearSavings Ten-Year Savings 
2018--2022 2018--2027 

-1,043 -2,846 

--S,872 -139,210 

--0,766 --9,324 

--S,839 -72,475 

-13,100 --05,000 
-11,339 --05,013 

-15,000 -250,000 

--SOO --6,600 

-100 -200 
-100 -200 
--Q85 -1,377 

-477 -477 

-15,108 --J8,046 
-2,640 --0,940 

-150 --JOO 

--64,312 -190,932 

-1,205 -2,355 

-25,300 -76,404 
-443 -443 

-10,213 -27,471 

-14,297 --J8,873 

--0,582 --0,512 

--0,990 -4,425 

-4,366 -16,566 

--S,085 -16,470 

-70,000 --610,000 

--S73 -1,541 

-10,455 -21,655 

:::IIlili[ --S,074 
-2,603 --S,890 

-230 -230 
--J5 --J5 

-1,685 --0,560 

-400 -1,800 

-17 --J7 

--6,409 -20,863 
--0,220 -12,912 

-401 -708 

-18,075 -40,411 

-229 --011 
--Q30 -2,677 

-17,922 -40,822 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

I'IIIAN)AlORY SAVINGS PROPOSAI....S-Cnued 
(OJ!Iays and Receipts in Millions of Dollars) 

Five YearSavings 
2018--2022 

Corps of Engineers 
Reform Inland Watervvays Financing --{53() 

Washington Aquedu::t Divestiture -119 

Office of Personnel Management 
Increase Employee Contributions -24,087 
Reduce Federal Retirement Benefits -22,720 

Other Independent Agencies 
Eliminate the Securities and Exchange Commission's Reserve Fund -200 
Reform the Postal Service -22,077 
Restructure the Const.mer Financial Protection Bureau -2,910 
Spectrum License Fee 1,450 

7 

Ten-Year Savings 
2018--2027 

-1,037 
-119 

-72,\f55 
-76,845 

-450 

-46,020 
--Q,833 

--0,950 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REDUCTION: CONSERVATION OPERATIONS 
Department of Agriculture 

9 

The Budget proposes to reduce conservation operations by roughly 10 percent in an effort to encourage 
private sector participation in conservation planning. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

849 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

7ffi -83 

Agricultural conservation planning is not an inherently governmental function. The private sector can 
provide this service, given uniform planning standards that are established by the Government. Currently 
the private sector offers planning assistance to farmers to implement precision pesticide and nutrient 
application, which is evidence that the private sector could also provide technical assistance for conservation 
planning. Farmers and other agricultural interest groups argue that the need for conservation planning is 
much greater than the funding resourcescu rrentlyavai lableth rough the Government. When the Government 
funds technical assistance, it crowds out private sector competition. In the absence of Government funding, 
the private sector could increase farmers' access to technical assistance beyond what the Government 
currently offers. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00020 
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10 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REDUCTION: FOREST SERVICE LAND ACQUISITION 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes to reduce Federal land acquisition funding for the Forest Service to focus avai I able 
funds on the protection and management of existing lands and assets. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-55 

The Budget for the Forest Service focuses I i mited resources on more effectively managing existing assets 
and lands. Land acquisition at the Forest Service is a lower priority than maintaining adequate funding for 
ongoing operations and maintenance of the National Forest System and for Wildland Fire Management 
programs. The Department of Agriculture's Forest Service already owns 193 million acres, mostly in the 
western United States. At a time when the Forest Service has billions of dollars in deferred maintenance, 
it needs to focus scarce resources and better manage what it owns before acquiring additional lands. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00021 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: MCGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL FOOD FOR EDUCATION 
Department of Agriculture 

11 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the McGovern-Dole International Food for Education program, which 
is duplicative of U.S. Agency for International Development (USA I D) programs, lacks evidence that it is 
being effectively implemented, and has unaddressed oversight and performance monitoring challenges. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

201 0 -201 

Research shows that school feeding programs in developing countries are usually high-cost investments 
with I ittle to no returns, and are usually ineffective in achieving their goal to improve nutrition and learning 
outcomes, which are generally measured by weight and height gain and math performance and intelligence 
tests, respectively.1 This is because, while these programs feed children, they have implementationchallenges 
in developing countries and create a substitution effect, meaning children consume less at home once they 
receive a meal at school. In addition, during the 15-year operation of McGovern-Dole, auditors have found 
oversight weaknesses as reported by the Government Accountabil ityOffice(GAO), independent consultants, 
and the Department of Agriculture's (USDA) Office of Inspector General.2 In the most recent GAO report 
in 2011, the GAO found weaknesses in performance monitoring, program evaluations, and prompt closeouts 
of agreements.3 Weak performance monitoring cannot accurately show whether program objectives are 
achieved and ensure that sustainability is ultimately reached in the communities served once agreements 
close. While the GAO recommendations have technically been addressed, USDA is not able to provide 
evidence of substantive impacts on the nutrition of recipients. In addition, McGovern-Dole funding is 
duplicative of USAI D which funds nutrition and education programs and the highest priority food aid 
programs. 

Citations 
1The United Nations University, Food and Nutrition Bulletin: Schoo/ feeding: Outcomes and Costs, Vol.30 No.2, 

(June 2009). 

2Morgan Franklin Consulting: Foreign Agricultural Service- Food for Progress and McGovern Dole Program 
Assessment, (September 2013). 

3Government Accountability Office: International School Feeding: USDA's Oversight of the McGovern-Dole Food for 
Education Program Needs Improvement, (May 2011 ). 
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12 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: RURAL BUSINESS AND COOPERATIVE SERVICE 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes toel i m inateru ral business and cooperativeprogramsgiven findings that the programs 
have failed to meet the program goals and are improperly managed. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-95 

Year after year, the Government Accountabi I ity Office includes the Rural Business & Cooperative Service 
(RBS) in its annual report on fragmentation, overlap, and duplication, and the Department of Agriculture's 
(USDA) I n¥'ector General found two of the Agency's largest loan and grant programs to be improperly 
managed. 1

• RBS programs lack program evaluation, so it has not been possible to assess program impact. 
These programs have not been able to demonstrate that they meet the broader goals of reducing rural 
poverty, out-migration, or unemployment. 

The Administration's tax, regulatory, and infrastructure policies are expected to be more effective at 
improving rural economies and job growth. 

Citations 
1United States Department of Agriculture, Office of Inspector General: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act

Business and Industry Guaranteed Loans- Phase 3 Audit Report, 34703-0001-32, (March 2013). 

2United States Department of Agriculture, Office of Inspector General: Rural Energy for America Program Audit 
Report, 34001-0001-21, (August 2016). 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REDUCTION: RURAL DEVELOPMENT SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
Department of Agriculture 

13 

The Budget reduoes funding for salaries and expenses in Rural Development (RD) due to the elimination 
of funding for the Rural Business Servioe programs, water and wastewater grants and loans, and single 
family housing direct loans. These major eliminations will reduoe workload for the Rural Development 
Agencies, so less funding is needed. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

677 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

624 -53 

The Budget reflects a realignment of RD's core operations and program delivery mechanisms to ensure 
that funding is delivered in the most cost effective way to rural communities, with a focus on achieving 
greater efficiency and eliminating potentially duplicative spending while supporting investments in 
infrastructure. 

The primary priority wi II be to maintain the portfolio quality in loan making and servicing, and to protect 
the American public's interests in the loans outstanding. RD will also continue to have a local presenoe 
through its field offioes. RD will examine the staffing distribution resulting from reductions and will look 
for efficiencies by coordinating with other Department of Agriculture agencies that are in shared locations 
with RD. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00024 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

14 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: RURAL WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Department of Agriculture's (USDA) funding for water and 
wastewater treatment facilities because it duplicates the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) State 
Revolving funds (SRFs). The Administration believes that EPA or private sector sources should fund this 
activity. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millior-s of dollars) 

2017CR 

498 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

0 498 

flbte: Loan Level provided in 2017 CR is $1.2 billion, and grants ;,ere approximately $480 million fbr a total progrcm /el.€1 of $1.7 billion. 

Justification 

Funding small, rural treatment faci I itiescould be handled by EPA's SRFs. USDA's water and wastewater 
program was created years before any large national program was available to address community water 
treatment facilities. Currently, the key Federal program for water infrastructure financing is EPA's SRFs. 
Since their creation, theSRFs have been federallycapital izedwith more than $60 bill ion, and are a legitimate 
resource for financing rural water treatment faci I ities. Moreover, the absence of the USDA program might 
stimulate infrastructure lending from rural lenders as well as CoBank and the National Rural Utilities 
Cooperative Finance Corporation. CoBank has already committed $10 bi II ion for this purpose through their 
involvement with the Rural Infrastructure Opportunity (ROI) Fund, which is a private sector investment 
initiative for financing infrastructure in rural America. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00025 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING DIRECT LOANS 
Department of Agriculture 

15 

The Budget proposes toeliminatefunding for the Department of Agriculture's (USDA) rural single family 
housing direct loan program. Beginning in 2018, USDA will offer home ownership assistance only through 
its single family housing guaranteed loans. Financial markets have become more efficient, and increased 
the reach of mortgage credit to lower credit qualities and incomes. Therefore, uti I izing the private banking 
industry to provide this service, with a guarantee from the Federal Government, is a more efficient way to 
deliver this assistance. 

Budget .Authority .... 
1l..oan Level provided in 2017 CR is approximately $1 billion. 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millior-s of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fra11 2017 

61 0 -61 

Historically, USDA has offered both direct and guaranteed homeownership loans. The direction of Rural 
Development's single family housing mortgage assistance over the last two decades has been toward 
guaranteed loans. The single family housing guaranteed loan program was newly authorized in 1990 at 
$100 million and has grown to a $24 bi Ilion loan program annually. Meanwhile the single family direct loan 
program has been stagnant at approximately a $1 billion loan level. 

Moreover, current historically low mortgage rates often result in an average 30-year fixed commercial 
mortgage rate at or below the average borrower rate for the USDA single family direct loan. Given that 
graduating to private credit is a goal of the direct program, pointing borrowers to commercial credit with a 
Federal guarantee is a preferred way to achieve the USDA policy goal of providing homeownership 
opportunities to low income rural residents. 

Furthermore, rural areas once isolated from easy acoess to credit have shrunk as broadband internet 
acoess and correspondent lending have grown. Therefore, USDA is now in a position to utilize solely the 
guarantee program and still achieve the Administration's home ownership goals for rural areas at a lower 
cost to the taxpayers. 
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16 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Department of Commerce 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Economic Development Administration (EDA) and provide $30 
million to conduct an orderly closure beginning in 2018. EDA's grant programs are duplicative of other 
economic development programs within the Federal Government and State and local efforts. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

251 30 -221 

The proposed elimination of EDA is a part of a broader effort to eliminate duplicative and unauthorized 
economic development programs across the Federal Government. The Congress has not authorized EDA's 
development assistance grants sinoe the authority expired in 2008.1 A 2011 Government Accountabi I ity 
Offioe (GAO) report found that each of the 80 economic development programs at the four departments it 
reviewed (Departmentsof Commeroe, Housing and Urban Development,Agriculture, and the Small Business 
Administration) overlapped with at least one of the other programs reviewed.2 A subsequent GAO report 
found that ED A's yet-to-be activated manufacturing loan guarantee program, "does not clearly differentiate 
its potential applicants from those of the comparable Federal loan guarantee programs GAO identified."3 

Citations 
1 Congressional Budget Office: Unauthorized Appropriations and Expiring Authorizations, (January 2017). 

2 Government Accountability Office: Efficiency and Effectiveness of Fragmented Economic Development Programs 
Are Unclear, GA0-11-477R, (May 2011 ). 

3 Government Accountability Office: Additional Opportunities to Reduoe Fragmentation, Overlap, and Duplication 
and Achieve Other Financial Benefits, GA0-16-375SP, (April 2016). 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: MANUFACTURING EXTENSION PARTNERSHIP 
Department of Commerce 

17 

The Budget proposes to eliminate Federal funding for the Manufacturing Extension Partnership (MEP), 
saving $124 million after accounting for the cost of closing the program. The Administration is seeking to 
end funding for organizations that duplicate the efforts of other Federal programs or the non-profit and 
private sectors. In 2018 the National Institute of Standards and Technology wi II work to transition M EP 
oenters solely to non-Federal revenue streams, as was intended when the program was first established. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

130 6 -124 

The Federal MEP program subsidizes advisory and consulting servioes for small and medium-sized 
manufacturers through a network of state MEP oenters. When the program began, Federal funding for a 
oenter was I im ited to no more than six years to stand up the oenter, after which the oenter was intended to 
transition toenti rely non-Federal fundingsouroes. However, many of these MEP oenters have been receiving 
Federal funding for decades, and many of the services provided by MEP oenters can be obtained elsewhere. 

For many years critics have labeled the MEP program as "corporate welfare" sinoe it provides direct 
support to industry,1·

2 and the Congressional Budget Offioe identified the program as su itablefor elimination 
nearly a decade ago.3 

Citations 
1 United States Senate Committee on Government Affairs: The Advanced Technology Program and other Corporate 

Subsidies, Statement of Stephen Moore, Director of Federal Policy, CATO Institute, (June 3, 1997). 

2 Republican Study Committee: Fiscal Year 2017 Blueprint for a Balanced Budget 2.0. 

3 Congressional Budget Office: Budget Options: Volume 2, (August 2009). 
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18 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
Department of Commerce 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Minority Business Development Agency (MBDA) and provide $6 
mi II ion to close the agency beginning in 2018. MBDA provides minority business enterprises with a variety 
of business assistance services that are duplicative of other Federal, State, local, and private sector efforts. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

32 

2018 Request 2018 Change fra11 2017 

6 -26 

Theel imination of MBDA is part of a broader effort to eliminate duplicative and unauthorized economic 
development programs across the Federal Government. M BOA funds business centers through cooperative 
agreements with non-profit organizations that are duplicative of other Federal efforts, including Small 
Business Administration (SBA) District Offices and Small Business Development Centers, as well as State 
and local government centers providi ngcertification and assistance tom inority business entities. As opposed 
to SBA, MBDA attempts to focus on supporting "medium sized" businesses; however, these size standards 
are not defined on an industry-by-industry basis as they are for programs following SBA's small business 
size standards. Additionally, the economic impact of the MBDA business centers is difficult to quantify due 
to the small size of the cooperative agreements and the self-reporting metrics from the grant recipients. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 19 

ELI M INA T I 0 N: NAT I 0 NAL OCEANIC AND AT M OSP HER I CAD MIN I STRATI 0 N GRANTS 
AND EDUCATION 

Department of Commerce 

The Budget proposes to eliminate funding for several lower priority, and in many cases, unauthorized, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) grant and education programs, including Sea 
Grant, the National Estuarine Research Reserve System, Coastal Zone Management Grants, the Office of 
Education, and the Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery Fund. These eliminations would allow NOAA to better 
target remaining resources to core missions and services. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

262

1 
2018 Change from 2017 

-262 

These grant and education programs generally support State, local, and/or industry interests, and these 
entities may choose to continue some of this work with their own funding. In addition, these grants often 
are not optimally targeted, in many instances favoring certain species or geographic areas over others or 
distributing funds by formula rather than directing them to programs and projects with the greatest need 
or potential benefit. NOAA wi II continuetoserveas a resource and providetechnical assistanceas appropriate 
on many of the issues funded by these programs. 
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REDUCTION: BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE 
Department of Defense 

The Department of Defense (DOD) has approximately 20 percent excess infrastructure capacity across 
all Military Departments. The best way to eliminate DOD's unneeded infrastructure is through the Base 
Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process. If the Congress authorizes DOD to begin a new round of BRAC 
in 2021, DOD estimates it could generate $2 bi II ion or more in annual savings by 2027. These savings would 
be re-invested in higher priority DOD needs. 

Justification 

The 2018 Budget requests authorization to pursue a BRAC round beginning in 2021. DOD estimates that 
it has approximately 20 percent excess capacity spread across the Military Departments and projects it 
could save $2 billion or more annually by 2027. By executing BRAC in 2021, DOD will have the opportunity 
to reduce unnecessary infrastructure and align its facilities with the force structure determined by the 
National Defense Strategy. DOD has not conducted a BRAC round since 2005, but has sought BRAC 
authority and been denied by the Congress each year since 2013. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 21 

ELIMINATION: 21ST CENTURY COMMUNITY LEARNING CENTERS 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes eliminating the 21st Century Community Learning Centers (21st CCLC) program 
given performance data demonstrates that the program is not achieving its goals, and the program has low 
participant attendance rates; nearly 60 percent of students attended a 21st CCLC center for 30 days or 
fewer during the 2014-2015 school year. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

1,164 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

0 -1,164 

The 21st CCLC program enables communities to establish or expand centers that provide additional 
student learning opportunities through before- and after-school programs, and summer school programs, 
aimed at improving student academic outcomes. While limited evaluation and survey data from certain 
States and individual centers high I ightsbenefitsfrom participation,such as improved behavior and classroom 
grades, overall program performance data show that the 21 5

t CCLC is not achieving its goal of helping 
students, particularly those who attend low-perform ingschools, meet challenging State academ icstandards. 
For example, on average from 2013 to 2015, less than 20 percent of program participants improved from 
not proficient to proficient or above on State assessments in reading and mathematics. Additionally, student 
improvement in academic grades was I imited, with States reporting higher math and english grades for less 
than half of regular program participants. Low attendance rates at the program's centers I i kely are a key 
explanation for the program's limited impact on academic outcomes. For example, States reported that 
fewer than half of all students served (752,000 out of 1.8 million) attended programs for 30 days or more 
during the 2014-2015 school year. These recent results are consistent with findings of the last rigorous 
national evaluation of the program, conducted in 2005, which also found the program had I imited academic 
impact and low student attendance rates.1 

These data strongly suggest that the 21st CCLC is not generating the benefits commensurate with an 
annual investment of more than $1 billion in limited Federal education funds. Moreover, the provision of 
before- and after-school academic enrichment opportunities may be better supported with other Federal, 
State, local or private funds, including the $15 billion Title I Grants to Local Educational Agencies program. 

Citations 
1U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance: When Schools 

Stay Open Late: The National Evaluation of the 21st Century Community Learning Centers Program: Final Report, 
(October 2004 ). 
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ELIMINATION: COMPREHENSIVE LITERACY DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes eliminating the Comprehensive Literacy Development Grants program (formerly 
known as Striving Readers), given the program has limited impact and duplicates activities that may be 
supported with other Federal, State, local, and private funds. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

190 0 -190 

The Comprehensive Literacy Development Grants program makescompetitiveawards to States to improve 
literacy instruction from birth through grade 12. The program has limited impact and duplicates activities 
that may be supported by other sources of both Federal and non-Federal funds. For example, the Title I 
Grants to Local Educational Agencies program provides over $15 bi II ion to more than 14,000 school districts 
that may be used to support effective, evidence-based reading instruction. By comparison, the last cohort 
of Striving Readers grants served only six States and just a handful of districts in each State. Moreover, a 
2015 study by the I nstituteof Education Sciences indicated that a majority (six out of ten)of the interventions 
implemented by the 2009 and 2006 grant cohorts had no discernibleeffectson reading achievement.1 States 
or school districts that want to test or expand the use of evidence-based I iteracy instruction may seek funding 
under the Education Innovation and Research program, which provides grant awards for sealing up effective 
practices that are comparable in size to those avai I able through the Comprehensive Literacy Development 
Grants program. 

Citations 
1U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance, Institute of 

Education Sciences: Summary of Research Generated by Striving Readers on the Effectiveness of Interventions for 
Struggling Adolesrent Readers, NCEE 2016-4001, (2015). 
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Ell M I NAT I ON: FEDERAL SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATIONAL OPPORTU N lTV GRANTS 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Federal Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grant (SEOG) 
program, given the program is a less targeted way to deliver need-based grant aid than Pel I Grants. 
Eliminating the program would also reduoe complexity in Federal student aid. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

732 0 -732 

The SEOG program provides need-based grant aid to eligible undergraduate students to help reduoe 
financial barriers to postsecondary education. Currently, SEOG awards are not optimally allocated based 
on a student's financial need, despite being a need-based program. Although participating institutions must 
give "priority" in awarding SEOG funds to Pel l-ei igible students, there is no requirement that the size of 
these awards be tied to the need of the student. As a result, institutions are given the discretion to provide 
larger SEOG awards to students that do not exhibit the highest need. In fact, Department of Education 
data show that the average SEOG award in award year 2014-2015 increased as student income levels 
increased. Furthermore, provisions in the SEOG funding allocation formula also distort the targeting of 
aid. For example, Department data show that about 67 peroent of Pel I funding goes to students attending 
pub I icfour-yearor pub I ic two-year institutions, whi leonly 50 peroent of SEOG funds go to these institutions. 
Moreover, the SEOG program is part of a complex array of Federal aid programs that could benefit from 
better targeting of aid to needy students. In award year 2017-2018, the Department is expected to pay 
institutionsover $14.5 m iII ion dollars to administer the SEOG program dollars that could be better targeted 
directly to needy students. This program's authorization expired in 2014. 
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REDUCTION: FEDERAL WORK STUDY 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes to significantly reduce Federal funds for the Federal Work-Study (FWS) program 
beginning in award year 2018-2019 while also improving the targeting of aid by limiting eligibility to 
undergraduate students who can most benefit. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

988 500 488 

The FWS program assists needy undergraduate and graduate students in financing postsecondary 
education costs through part-time employment. However, the program includes outdated provisions in 
allocati ngfunding and in determ iningstudent need that make it inefficient at allocating funds to the neediest 
students. 

The Budget would ensure that institutions prioritize eligible Pel I Grant recipients when allocating FWS 
program funds. According to Department data, among dependent students, those with family incomes at 
or above $30,000 received 66 percent of FWS funds compared to 33 percent of FWS funds going to students 
with family incomes below $30,000. I ndependentstudents, who typically have lower family incomes, received 
nearly half of all Pel I Grant aid, but only received 14 percent of FWS funds. This program's authorization 
expired in 2014. 
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REDUCTION: GAINING EARLY AWARENESS FOR UNDERGRADUATE PROGRAMS 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes reducing Gaining Early Awareness for Undergraduate Programs (GEAR UP). Many 
of the services provided by GEAR UP are duplicative of other Department of Education programs, such as 
Talent Search (one of the five TRIO programs), and there is limited evidence that GEAR UP is effective at 
increasing college aocess and persistence of its participants. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

322 

GEAR UP provides grants to States to support college preparation and awareness activities to ensure 
low-income elementary, middle, and secondary students are prepared for and enroll in postsecondary 
education. The 2018 request would allow existing grantees to provide a continuity of service, but the 
Department would not make any additional awards in 2018 pending the outcome of a rigorous evaluation 
of a promising advising strategy used in the program. Many of the activities supported under GEAR UP 
can be supported through the Federal TRIO Programs and ESEA Title I grants to States. In addition, there 
is limited rigorous evidence that the program is effective, particularly in increasing high school graduation 
and college enrollment rates. Although a 2008 evaluation found a positive association between GEAR UP 
participation and someearlyoutcomessuch as increasing students' and parents' knowledge of postsecondary 
opportun itiesand increasing rigorous course-taking, there was no indication of an association with improved 
grades or school behavior.1 GEAR UP grantees are, however, participating in a rigorous, Department-funded 
evaluation of an advising strategy that has the potential to improve students' initial enrollment and 
persistence in college. 

Citations 
1 U.S. Department of Education, Office of Planning, Evaluation, and Pol icy Development, Pol icy and Program Studies 

Service: Early Outcomes of the GEAR UP Program: Final Report, (2008). 
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ELIMINATION: IMPACT AID PAYMENTS FOR FEDERAL PROPERTY 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposesel iminating I mpactAid Payments for Federal Property. These payments compensate 
school districts for the presence of Federal property without regard for the presence of federally-connected 
students, and therefore do not necessarily support the education of federally-connected students, which is 
the intent of the Impact Aid program. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

67 

2018 Request 2018 Change fra11 2017 

0 -67 

The primary purpose of the Impact Aid program is to help pay for the education of federally-connected 
children, and fund programs that serve federally-connected children. The Payments for Federal Property 
program compensates school districts for lost property tax revenue due to the presence of Federal lands 
without regard to whether those districts educate any federally-connected children as a result of the Federal 
presence. When this authority was established in 1950, its purpose was to provide assistance to local 
educational agencies( LEAs) in cases where the Federal Govern men thad imposed a substantial and continuing 
burden by acquiring a considerable portion of real property in the LEA. The law applied only to property 
acquired since 1938 because, in general, LEAs had been able to adjust to acquisitions that occurred before 
that time. The Administration believes that the majority of LEAs receiving assistance under this program 
have now had sufficient time to adjust to the removal of the property from their tax rolls. 
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ELIMINATION: INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION 
Department of Education 

27 

The Budget eliminates the International Education and Foreign Language Studies Domestic and Overseas 
Programs, which a redesigned to strengthen the capability and performanceof American education in foreign 
languages and international studies. Other Federal Agencies whose primary mission is national security 
implement similar programs and are better equipped to support the objective of these programs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

72 

2018 Request 2018 Change fra11 2017 

0 -72 

While the Administration recognizes the critical need for our Nation to have a readily available pool of 
international, regional, and advanced language experts for economic, foreign affairs, and national security 
purposes, it is unclear that this goal is consistent with the Department of Education's core mission. Other 
Federal agencies, whose primary mission is national security, implement similar programs and are better 
equipped to support this critical objective. Therefore, the Budget proposes to el im in ate these duplicative 
programs. The authorization for these programs expired in 2014. 
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ELIMINATION: STRENGTHENING INSTITUTIONS 
Department of Education 

The Budget does not include funding for the Strengthening Institutions Program (SIP). Sl Pis duplicative 
of other Title Ill and V program funding for institutional support activities. The Budget preserves funding 
for Title Ill and V programs that support Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs) and 
Minority-Serving Institutions (MSis), consistent with the President's executive order on HBCUs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 
86

1 
2018 Change fra11 2017 

-86 

All of the institutional support activities authorized under the Strengthening Institutions Program are 
also authorized under other Title Ill and V programs that provide discretionary and mandatory funding for 
a wide range of authorized institutional support activities including strengthening infrastructure and 
enhancing fiscal stabi I ity. Strengthening the quality of educational opportunities in institutions of higher 
education dedicated to serving low-income and minority students is a critical part of the Administration's 
efforts to foster more and betteropportunitiesin higher education for commun itiesthat are often underserved, 
as the President asserted in his reoent executive order on HBCUs. Aocordingly, the Budget protects funding 
for Title Ill and V programs that support HBCUs and MSis that specifically serve large numbers of minority 
students. 

Sl Pas well as other Title Ill and V programs are authorized by the Higher Education Act (HEA), which 
has not been reauthorized sinoe the 2008 Higher Education Opportunity Act. Authorization of the HEA 
technically expired in 2014. 
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ELIMINATION: STUDENT SUPPORT AND ACADEMIC ENRICHMENT GRANTS 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes eliminating the Student Support and Academic Enrichment Grants program. The 
Administration does not believe limited Federal resources should be allocated to this program given that 
the program allows the funds to be distributed to all school districts that receive Title I, Part A funds, which 
makes it likely that award amounts will be too small to have a meaningful impact. The funding is also 
duplicative of other Federal and non-Federal funding, including the $15 billion Title I Grants to Local 
Educational Agencies program. 

Budget .Authority ........................................................ . 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millior-s of dollars) 

flbte: 2017 CR /el.€1 includes funding fbrthe fbur programs that vtere consolidated. 

Justification 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

277 0 -277 

The Student Support and Academic Enrichment Grants program, newly authorized under the Every 
Student Succeeds Act of 2015, consolidated four previously authorized programs: Mathematics and Science 
Partnerships, Advanced Placement, Elementary and Secondary School Counseling, and Physical Education. 
The Program provides funding to school districts for activities that support well-rounded educational 
opportunities (e.g. arts, STEM), safe and healthy students, and the effective use of technology. Subgrants 
can be awarded by formula to all school districts that receive Title I, Part A funds, which at the current 
funding level of $400 million, would result in award amounts of less than $30,000 for the vast majority of 
school districts. The Administration does not believe limited Federal resources should be allocated to a 
program where many of its grants will likely be too small to have a meaningful impact. Furthermore, the 
school districts that do receive at least $30,000 must follow funding restrictions that prescribe a minimum 
amount that must be spent on the program's different categories of activities, further di I uti ng the program's 
impact and removing discretion that is best left to local decision-makers. Also, the activities authorized 
under this program generally can be supported with funds from other Federal, State, local, and private 
sources, including similarly flexible funds provided under the $15 billion Title I Grants to LEAs program. 
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ELIMINATION: SUPPORTING EFFECTIVE INSTRUCTION STATE GRANTS 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes eliminating Supporting Effective Instruction (SEI) State Grants (Title II State 
grants), a program that provides formu Ia funds to States to improve the quality and effectiveness of teachers, 
principals, and other schools leaders. SEI grants are poorly targeted and funds are spread too thinly to 
have a meaningful impact on student outcomes. In addition, there is I imitedevidencethat teacher professional 
development, a primary activity funded by the program, has led to increases in student achievement. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

2,345 0 -2,345 

The Budget proposes eliminating Supporting Effective Instruction (SEI) State Grants program. While 
theSE I State Grants program authorizes a wide range of activities, in school year 2015-2016, 52 percent of 
funds were used for professional development (PO) and 25 percent were used for class-size reduction. An 
LEA that identifies either activity as a key strategy for responding to a comprehensive needs assessment 
may use Title I, Part A funds for the same purpose. Title I funds also may be used to recruit and retain 
effective teachers. In addition, professional development, as currently provided, has shown limited impact 
on student achievement. For example, a recent evaluation of an intensive elementary school mathematics 
PO program found that while the PO improved teacher knowledge and led to improvements in teachers' use 
and quality of explanation in the classroom, there was no difference in student achievement test scores on 
either the State assessment or on a study-administered math test.1 Additional Department of 
Education-funded studies of PO have found similar results.2

·
3 While class size reduction has been shown 

to increase student achievement, school districts used SEI State grant funds to pay the salaries of an 
estimated 8,000 teachers in school year 2015-2016, out of a total nationwide teacher workforce of roughly 
three million teachers. These data suggest that eliminating the program is likely to have minimal impact 
on class sizes or teacher staffing levels. 

Citations 
1! nstitute of Education Sciences: Middle Schoof Mathematics Professional Development Impact Study, (May 2011 ). 

2
1 nstituteof Education Sciences: Elementary School Reading Professional Development Impact Evaluation, (September 

2008). 

3
1 nstituteof Education Sciences: Does Content-focused Teacher Professional Development Work? Findings from Three 

Institute of Education Sciences Studies, (November 2016). 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00041 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: TEACHER QUALITY PARTNERSHIP 
Department of Education 

31 

The Budget proposes eliminating the Teacher Quality Partnerships (TPQ) program. There is limited 
evidenoe that the program is any more effective than other State- and locally-driven initiatives designed to 
train and retain highly effective teachers in critical shortage areas. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-43 

The TQP program supports partnerships to create a variety of effective pathways into teaching and 
increase the number of teachers effective in improving student outcomes. The TQP authority is overly 
restrictive and does not provide States, school districts, and institutions of higher education sufficient 
flexibilities to meaningfully design systems of teacher preparation, recruitment, and induction that meet 
their staffing needs. In addition, funding to support partnerships that enhanoe professional development 
activities and training for current and prospective teachers and staff may be provided through Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act formula grant funds (e.g., Title I), as well as from competitivegrant programs. 
There is also limited evidenoe that demonstrates this program is any more effective than other State- and 
locally-driven initiatives designed to train and retain highly effective teachers in critical shortage areas. 
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32 

REDUCTION: TRIO 
Department of Education 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

The Budget proposes reducing Federal TRIO Programs. The Budget maintains funding for the original 
three TRIO programs while eliminating funding for two TRIO programs, which are duplicative and have 
limited evidence of increasing college access or completion. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

898 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

808 -90 

Federal TRIO programs consist of five programs that support services to encourage individuals from 
disadvantaged backgrounds to enter and complete postsecondary education. The Budget request maintains 
support for the original three TRI 0 programs (Upward Bound (UB), Talent Search (TS), and Student Support 
Services (SSS), but eliminates support for the McNair Post-baccalaureate Achievement (McNair) and 
Educational Opportunity Centers (EOC) programs. The Budget supports the Adm inistration'sprioritization 
for TRIO programs that: 1) assist middle school, high school, and college students in moving through the 
academic pipeline through college completion; and 2) have shown some evidence of effectiveness or are 
designed to support strategies in areas where there is a growing body of evidence. The evidence of 
effectiveness varies across TRIO ~rograms. For example, a 2009 evaluation of UB found positive impacts 
of the program for key subgroups -including students in rural areas and students who did not expect to 
earn a bachelor's degree. Further, there is a growing body of evidencesuggesti ng the effectiveness of specific 
strategies that can be used in TS, UB, UBMS, and SSS to improve college access and completion for 
disadvantaged students. Conversely, there is I imited evidence of effectiveness for both the McNair and EOC 
programs. While the goals of McNair and EOC programs are important, McNair is a high cost program that 
serves relatively few students and EOC offers "low touch" services that can be provided through other 
programs like TS and Adult Education State Grants. Colleges and universities can also use institutional 
resources to support the same objectives included under these two programs. Furthermore, a 2008 
Departmentof Education analysis released found that only six percent of McNair participantsserved between 
1989 and 1998 had earned doctorates by 2003.2 

Citations 
1 U.S. Department of Education, Office of Planning, Evaluation, and Pol icy Development, Pol icy and Program Studies 

Service: The Impacts of Regular Upward-Bound on Postsecondary Outcomes 7-9 Years After Scheduled High School 
Graduation: Final Report, (2009). 

2U.S. Department of Education, Office of Planning, Evaluation, and Pol icy Development, Pol icy and Program Studies 
Service: The Educational and Employment Outcomes of the Ronald E. McNair Postbaccalaureate Achievement Program 
Alumni, (2008). 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY- ENERGY 
Department of Energy 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Advanoed Research Project Agency-Energy (ARPA-E) program 
because the private sector is better positioned to finanoe disruptive energy technology research and 
development. 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

33 

Budget .Authority .... 290 -26 -316 

Note: This account includes a $20 million appropriation and a $46 million cancellation for net budget authority of -$26 million. 

Justification 

ARPA-E is a separate offioe within the Department of Energy (DOE) that supports energy projects. 
Appropriations for ARPA-E were only authorized through 2013 under the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2010 (P.L. 111-358). In addition, there has been conoern about the potential for 
ARPA-E's efforts to overlap with Research & Development (R&D) being carried out, or which should be 
carried out, by the private sector. The Budget includes $20 million for program closeout activities, which 
will be supplemented by the useof$45 million in prior year, unobligated balanoes to ensure full closureof 
ARPA-E by mid-2019. Any remaining contract closeout and award monitoring activities will be transferred 
elsewhere within DOE. A shutdown plan would be developed in FY 2018 to ensure prudent monitoring and 
management of ARPA-E contracts and responsiblestewardshipof taxpayerfundscontinuesafter theARPA-E 
offioe closes. This proposed elimination reflects both a streamlining of Federal activities and a refocusing 
on the proper Federal role in energy R&D. 
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ELIMINATION: ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLE MANUFACTURING LOAN 
PROGRAM AND TITLE 17 INNOVATIVE TECH NO LOGY LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM 

Department of Energy 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Title XVII Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program and 
theAdvancedTechnologyVehicle ManufacturingLoan Program because the privatesector is better positioned 
to finance innovative technologies. The Loan Programs Office would continue to conduct monitoring of 
existing loans. 

Budget .Authority ........................................................................................... . 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

21 

2018 Request 2018 Change frcm 2017 

0 -21 

flbte: In ackiition to eliminating program managerrent funding, the Budget also proposes to cancel $383 million in unobligated balances from Title XVII and $4.3 billion from ATvM. 
There are no scoreab/e SCNings for these cancellations. 

Justification 

The relative inactivity of these programs indicates they are ineffective at attracting borrowers with viable 
projects who are unable to secure privatesector financing and supports the position that financing innovative 
energy and advanced vehicie manufacturing projects is a more appropriate roie for the private sector. in 
addition, authority for loans made under the Recovery Act has expired. Specifically: 

Innovative Technologies. Only three loan guarantees have been closed through this program since its 
inception, all related to a single project total i ngapproxi mately$8 bi II ion. Efforts to i ncreasethe attractiveness 
of the program to potential borrowers have not yielded increased loan activity. The Budget proposes to 
cancel all remaining loan volume authority. In addition, the Budget proposes to permanently cancel 
unobligated balances that were appropriated under the American Reinvestment and Recovery Act of 2009 
(Public Law 111-5). That Act provided $2.5 billion in credit subsidy for a temporary program to support 
loan guarantees. This authority has expired, and the unobligated balances are not currently available for 
new loans. The Budget proposes to cancel $383 million in unobligated credit subsidy while retaining $96 
million already set aside to cover the cost of potential modifications. 

Advance Technology Vehicles. Since its inception in 2007 only five loans have been closed under this 
authority and since 2011, no new loans have closed. Efforts to increase the attractiveness of the program 
to potential boiioweis have not yielded incieased loan activity. The Budget pmposes to cancel all iemaining 
loan volume authority and appropriated credit subsidy. 
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REDUCTION: APPLIED ENERGY PROGRAMS 
Department of Energy 

35 

The Budget proposes to reduce funding for the Department of Energy's (DOE) four applied energy research 
and development (R&D) program areas: Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Fossil Energy, Nuclear 
Energy, and ElectricityDeliveryand Energy Rei iabi I ity. The proposal focuses Federal activitieson early-stage 
R&D and reflects an increased rei ianceon the privatesector to fund later-stageR& D, includi ngdemonstration, 
commercialization, and deployment where the private sector has a clear incentive to invest. 

Non-Defense Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

3,760 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

1,600 -2,154 

The private sector is best positioned and motivated to evaluate the commercial potential of emerging 
energy technologies and technology advancements relative to the risks of R&D investment. Privatesector-led 
R&D tends to focus on near-term cost and performance i mprovementswhere thecertaintyof profit generation 
or the prospect of suooessful market entry are greatest. The Federal role in energy R&D is strongest at the 
earlier stages, where the greatest motivation is the generation of new knowledge and the proving of novel 
concepts. In reoent years, the applied energy R&D programs have tilted heavily toward subsidizing the 
later stage development, demonstration, and deployment of new energy technologies. The Budget refocuses 
these programs on energy challenges which present a significant degree of scientificor technical uncertainty 
across a relatively lengthy time span, making it un I i kely that industry wi II invest significant R&D on their 
own. In addition, the DOE-funded applied energy National Laboratories will remain open and operational, 
while refocusing efforts on early-stage R&D. 

Within these reductions, the Budget eliminates the Weatherization Assistance Program and State Energy 
Program. This reduces Federal intervention in State-level energy policy and implementation and focuses 
funding for the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy on I imited, early-stage applied energy 
research and development. 
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ELIMINATION: MIXED OXIDE FUEL FABRICATION FACILITY TERMINATION 
Department of Energy 

The Budget proposes to terminate theM ixed Oxide (MOX) Fuel Fabrication Facility (M FFF) project and 
to pursue an alternative disposition method that will achieve significant long-term savings. 

Funding Slmnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

MFFF Constru::tion .................................................................................................................................. . 

MFFF Termination ... . 

Dilute and Dispose strategy .... 

Justification 

2017CR 

340 

0 

0 

2018 Request 

0 

270 

9 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-340 

270 

9 

The United States began construction of the MFFF in 2007 in accord with the Plutonium Management 
and Disposition Agreement (PMDA) between the United States and Russia. However, due to the project's 
350-peroentcost growth and a 32-year schedules! ip, both the Departmentof Energy and external independent 
analyses haveconsistentlyconcluded that the MOX approach to plutonium disposition is significantlycostl ier 
and would require a much higher annual budget than an alternate disposition method, Dilute and Dispose 
(D&D). The termination of the MFFF project and pursuit of D&D presents a significant long-term cost 
savings and is projected to take less time to dispose of the plutonium covered under the PMDA. The D&D 
strategy will disposition surplus U.S. weapon-grade plutonium by diluting with an inert agent and disposing 
of it at a geologic repository. 

The goal of the Nonprol iteration Construction program is to build faci I ities to dispose of at least 34 metric 
tons of surplus U.S. weapon-gradeplutonium by fabricating it into MOX fuel and irradiating it in commercial 
nuclear reactors. However, major cost overruns and schedule slippages have led to a re-examination of how 
best to achieve this goal. Multiple independent analyses confirm that the MOX approach would be 
significantly more expensive than originally anticipated and would require approximately $800 million to 
$1 bi II ion annually for decades. It would be irresponsible to pursue this approach when a more cost-effective 
alternative exists. 

In 2018, after factoring in termination costs for the MFFF project and pursuing the D&D strategy, this 
proposal generates a net cost savings of $61 million compared to constructing the MFFF. Over the life of 
the project, comparing current cost estimates for the MFFF and D&D, this proposal will avoid up to an 
additional $5 billion to $9 billion in construction costs and billions more in operating costs while disposing 
of the surplus plutonium more quickly. 
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ELIMINATION: AGENCY FOR HEAL THCARE RESEARCH AND QUALITY 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget proposes to consolidate the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality's (AHRQ) activities 
in the National Institutes of Health (NIH). This consolidation wi II reduce duplication and leverage the 
expertise of both AHRQ and NIH. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millior-s of dollars) 

Note: The 2018 Request includes $272 million vvithin NIH to consolidate AI-/FP's activities vvithin NIH. 

Justification 

2018 Change from 2017 

-333 

AHRQ, which has not been authorized since 2005, has had a mandate to enhance the quality, 
appropriateness, and effectiveness of health services through research and promotion of best practices to 
improve health systems and outcomes. However, other agencies also conduct health services research and 
promote best practices that improve delivery of care and enhance patient safety. In particular, NIH already 
conducts $1.5 billion in health services research, but it is conducted by individual institutes across Nl H. 
Consolidating AHRQ into NIH wi II reduce duplication and improve the effectiveness of existing health 
services research. The Budget proposes that NIH wi II conduct a review of health services research across 
NIH, identify gaps, and propose a more coordinated strategy for ensuring that the highest priority health 
services research is conducted and then made avai I able to improve the quality of health care services. 
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ELIMINATION: COMMUNITY SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget eliminates the Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) because it constitutes a small portion 
of the funding these grantees receive, and funds are not directly tied to performance, which I i mits incentives 
for innovation. CSBG also funds some servioes that are duplicative of services that are funded through 
other Federal programs, such as emergency food assistance funded through the Department of Agriculture's 
The Emergency Food Assistance Program (TEFAP)and workforceprogramsfunded through the Departments 
of Education and Labor. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

CSBG funds approximately 1,000 nonprofit organizations, local governments, tribal organizations, and 
migrant and seasonal farm worker organizations commonly referred to as Community Action Agencies 
(CAAs). CSBG funding is not well targeted, since funding is allocated to States based only on the historical 
share of funding States received in 1981. Furthermore, funding is distributed by a formula that is not 
directly tied to performance so it is difficult to ensure funds are spent effectively, which also I im its incentives 
for innovation. CAAs also receive funding from a variety of sources other than CSBG, including from other 
Federal sources. This program is unauthorized. 
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REDUCTION: FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION MEDICAL PRODUCT USER FEES 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget recalibrates the level of Food and Drug Administration (FDA) medical product user fees to 
over $2.4 billion in 2018, approximately $1.2 billion over 2017 annualized CR level, replacing the need for 
new appropriated funding to cover pre-market review costs. To complement the increase in medical product 
user fees, the Budget also announces several adm in istrativeactionsdesigned to achieve regulatory efficiency 
and speed the development of safe and effective medical products. 

Prescription Drug Program .......................... . 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Medical Device Program......... . ............................................................................................................. . 

Generic Drug Program ..................... . 

Biosimilar Program ................................................................................................................................ . 

Animal Drug Program . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . ................................................... . 

Animal Generic Drug Program ................................................................................................................ . 

Total Budget .Authority ................................................ . 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

321 0 -321 

243 0 -243 

121 0 -121 

32 0 -32 

46 0 -46 

6 0 -6 

769 0 -769 

f\Jote: lvmunts in the table reflect the portion of the $1.2 billion ir1crease in user fees that ~~~lould replace appropriated fxldget authority. 

Justification 

The Budget proposes to increase medical product user fees to finance the full cost of FDA pre-market 
review and replace the need for new appropriated budget authority. Currently, medical product user fees 
cover an average of 60 percent of FDA premarket review costs, ranging from 30 percent for animal drug 
review to 70 percent for prescription drugs. Ensuring that FDA has the capacity to carry out its mission is 
a priority for the Administration. Industries that directly benefit from FDA's medical product premarket 
approval and administrative actions can and should pay more to support FDA's continued capacity. 

The Budget also includes a package of administrative actions that wi II promote regulatory efficiency and 
speed the development of safe and effective medical products. These actions include: 

1) Encouraging the use of 21 5
t Century Cures Act tools for drug evaluation, review, and approval; 

2) Simplifying administrative requirements to reduce drug and device manufacturers' reporting burden; 

3) Clarifying treatment of value-based purchasing arrangements; and 

4) Improving predictability for payers and enhancing dissemination of evidence by fostering the exchange 
of scientifically sound information between manufacturers and payers' pre-approval to reduce uncertainty 
and improve payer ability to more accurately set premiums. 
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ELIMINATION: HEALTH PROFESSIONS AND NURSING TRAINING PROGRAMS 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget eliminates health professions and nursing training programs that lack evidenceof significantly 
improving the Nation's health workforce. The Budget continues to fund health workforce activities that 
provide scholarships and loan repayments in exchange for service in areas of the United States where there 
is a shortage of health professionals. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

491 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

88 403 

The Budget eliminates funding for 14 health professions and nurse training programs that provide funds 
to training institutions to improve the quantity, quality, diversity, and/or distribution of the Nation's health 
workforce. These programs have been in existencefor decades and most operate under expired authorizations. 
There is littleevidencethat these programssignificantlyimprovethe Nation's health workforce. For example, 
less than half of the physician and physician assistant graduates from the Primary Care Training and 
Enhance Program practice in medically underserved areas. There are many Federal programs that support 
the training of health care professionals. A Government Accountabi I ity Office report found that four Federal 
departments, the Departments of Health and Human Services, Veterans Affairs, Defense, and Education, 
administered 91 pro~rams that supported postsecondary training or education specifically for direct care 
health professionals. The Budget continues to invest in health care workforce activities that directly place 
health care providers in areas of the country where they are most needed. For example, the Budget supports 
theN URSE Corps and proposes new funding for the National Health Service Corps. These programs provide 
scholarships or repay educational loans for health professionals that agree to work in areas experiencing a 
shortage of health care providers. The Budget also includes funding to support graduate medical education 
in high needs areas, including teaching health centers located in underserved areas and children's hospitals. 

Citations 
1Government Accountability Office, Health Care Workforce: Federal Investments in Training and the Availability 

of Data for Workforce Projections, GA0-14-510T, (2014). 
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ELIMINATION: LOW INCOME HOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Low Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LI HEAP) in order 
to reduoe the size and scope of the Federal Government and better target resou roes with in the Department 
of Health and Human Servioes' Administration for Children and Families. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

3,384 0 -3,384 

Ll HEAP is a Federal program that has been known to have sizeable fraud and abuse, leading to program 
integrity conoerns. Specifically, a 2010 Government Accountability Offioe (GAO) study concluded that the 
program lacked proper oversight, which resulted in significant improper payments. In particular, the report 
highlighted a number of incidents in which program funds were distributed to deoeased or incarcerated 
individuals. In addition, the report also determined that L I HEAP application prooessorsdid I ittle to prevent 
awards from being provided to individuals with fake addresses and fake energy bills. Sinoe the report, 
States have taken steps to work towards improving the verification of identify and income. 

Perhaps more notably, the Budget recognizes the program is no longer a necessity as States have adopted 
their own policies to protect constituents against energy conoerns. Sinoe Ll HEAP was created in 1981, 
many States have enacted so-called "disconnection policies." In fact, all 50 States and the Districtof Columbia 
have imposed regulationsthat prevent uti I itycompaniesfrom disconnecti ngenergy needs from their residents 
under oertain ci rcumstanoes. In total, 15 of those States enforoe temperature restrictions related to freezing 
and/or extreme heat weather. Other States use date-specific criteria. For example, Minnesota uti I izes a 
"Cold Weather Rule," which requires utility companies to provide electricity and gas during the coldest 
months, from October 15 until April 15. 

Citations 

1. Government Accountability Office, Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program: Greater Fraud Prevention 
Controls Are Needed, GA0-10-621 (June 2010) 
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REDUCTION: NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget funds critical research conducted by the National I nstitutefor Occupational Safety and Health 
(N IOSH) and proposes to eliminate the Education and Research Centers (ERCs) and other activities where 
N IOSH does not have enforcement action, or where the private sector or other Federal partners could more 
effectivelyconduct these activities. The Budget prioritizescore pub I ic health activities and reduoes programs 
that have less of a public health impact such as the N I OSH. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

338 200 -138 

N IOSH was created in 1970 to ensure safe and healthful working conditions for Americans, including 
mine safety research. The ERCs were created in the 1970s to develop occupational health and safety training 
programs in academic institutions. Almost 50 years later, the majority of schools of public health include 
coursework and many academic institutions have developed specializations in these areas. The Budget 
would stop direct Federal funding to support academicsalaries,stipends, and tuition and fee reimbursements 
for occupational health professionals at universities. Activitiesconducted by N IOSH could be more effectively 
conducted by the privatesector. For example, N IOSH collects and quantifies human body size and the shape 
of various occupational groups to develop equipment designs for worker protection. The private sector also 
conducts similar research in the development of ergonomic equipment. 
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REDUCTION: NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH TOPLINE 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget proposes to reduoe funding for the National I nstitutesof Health (NIH) to better target funding 
to support the highest priority biomedical research. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

31,674 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

25,883 -5,791 

In 2018, NIH would reoeive nearly $26 bi II ion to improve pub I ic health by advancing our knowledge of 
disease and cures. NIH would improve agency management by reducing duplication, and reducing both 
agency and grantee administrative costs. 

The Budget proposes NIH structural reforms, including the elimination of the Fogarty International 
Center which supports international research capacity and training of researchers overseas. International 
research wi II be prioritized, as appropriate, by other NIH Institutes as part of their research portfolios. For 
example, NIH's National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease conducts international research that 
has important implications for U.S. health improvements. However, duplicative and unnecessary global 
health research will be curtailed. 

The Budget also proposes to reduoe reimbursement of grantee adm inistrativeand faci I ities costs, referred 
to as "indirect costs", so that avai I able funding can be better targeted toward supporting the highest priority 
research on diseases that affect human health. As a result of these changes to the reimbursement structure, 
significant reductions in 2018 will come from lower indirect cost payments. Increasing efficiencies within 
theN I H is a priority of the Administration. The Budget includes an indirect cost rate for NIH grants that 
will be capped at 10 peroent of total research. This approach would be applied to all types of grants with a 
rate higher than 10 peroent currently and wi II achieve significant savings in 2018. It would also bring NIH's 
reimbursement rate for indirect costs more in line with the reimbursement rate used by private foundations, 
such as the Gates Foundation, for biomedical research conducted at U.S. universities. In addition, the 
Budget proposes that NIH wi II stream I ineselect Federal research requi rementsfor grantees through targeted 
approaches. In tandem, the Budget supports burden reduction measures that will further reduoegrant 
award recipient costs associated with research. 
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REDUCTION: OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL COORDINATOR FOR HEALTH 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget proposes to restructure the Office of the National Coordinator for Health Information 
Technology (ONC) by reducing its budget by 36 percent and focusing resources on the highest health 
information technology (IT) priorities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 60 I 2018 Change from 2017 

-22 

ONC is the principal Federal entity charged with coordinating nationwide efforts to implement and use 
the most advanced health IT and the electronic exchange of health information. When ONC was created, 
a small m inorityof physicians and hospitals used health information technology. Now that the vast majority 
of physicians and hospitals have adopted electronic health records through Federal incentive payments, it 
is time for a renewed, more focused role for ONC. For example, ONC wi II work with private sector entities 
to help create an environment that allows for the successful implementation of health IT. A restructured 
ONC will maintain a focus on core health IT functions, such as policy development and coordination and 
standards and certification activities. The Budget would eliminate or significantly reduce lower-priority 
activitiesor activities that can be performed by other entities. The Budget also would reduce administrative 
costs. These changes would improve ONC's ability to be an effective coordinator of nationwide health IT 
activities and increase the Agency's efficiencies. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00055 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 45 

REDUCTION: FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY STATE AND LOCAL 
GRANTS 

Department of Homeland Security 

The Budget proposes to reduce the Federal Emergency Management Agency's (FEMA) grants to State 
and local governments by $767 million. These savings are generated by certain proposed eliminations, as 
well as a proposed cost share. A 25 percent non-Federal cost match is proposed for certain grant programs 
that currently do not require one. Federal resources must be targeted to those activities that provide clear 
results and that do not supplant State and local responsibilities. 

Cost Share 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Redu::tion ............................................................................................................................................... . 

Elimination .... 

Total ........................................................................................................................................ . 

Justification 

2017CR 

1,065 

635 

279 

1,979 

2018 Request 

798 

414 

0 

1,212 

2018 Change from 2017 

-267 

-221 

-279 

-767 

The Budget proposes eliminating funding for FEMA's Continuing Training Grants, National Domestic 
Preparedness Consortium (NDPC), Countering Violent Extremism (CVE) I Complex Coordinated Terrorist 
Attack (CCTA) Grants, and Emergency Food and Shelter Program. These programs are proposed for 
elimination because they are duplicative of other Federal programs and are primarily State and local 
responsibilities. Continuing Training Grants and the NDPC are proposed for elimination because other 
grant funds to State and local entities can be used to pay for training activities for first responders, and 
because they are duplicative of FEMA's Emergency Management Institute and Center for Domestic 
Preparedness. The CVE/CCTA grants are proposed for elimination because program costs are eligible under 
the State Homeland Security Grant Program (SHSGP) and the Urban Area Security Initiative (UASI). The 
Emergency Food and Shelter Program is proposed for elimination because it is dupl icativeof Federal housing 
programs administered by the Department of Housing and Urban Development and because emergency 
food and shelter is primarily a State and local responsibility. 

The Budget further proposes to reduce funding for Emergency Management Performance Grants (EMPG), 
the Pre=Disaster ~v1 itigation (PD~v1) Grant Program, the SHSGP, the UAS!, Port Security Grants, and Transit 
Security Assistance. The budget proposes a 25 percent non-Federal cost match for grant programs that 
currently do not require one (SHSGP and UASI) in order to share accountabi I ity for grant dollars with State 
and local partners and to align with other FEMA grant programs. The Budget also proposes reductions to 
unauthorized programs (Port Security Grants and Transit Security Assistance). Other reductions to State 
and local grants are proposed in order to ensure adequate funding for core Department of Homeland Security 
miss ions, encourage grant recipients to begin to incorporate the full cost of preparedness activities into their 
own budgets, and fund those activities that demonstrate the greatest return on security investments. 

In each of the past three fiscal years, FEMA's State and local grant programs received more than $2 
bi II ion, a generous pipeline of funding that, when combined with the $1.2 bi II ion requested in the Budget, 
will ensure adequate resources for State and local projects for the foreseeable future. Of the $4 billion in 
awards madesince2013, recipientsof FEMA's two largest grant programs- SHSGP and UASI- are currently 
carrying more than $1.9 bi II ion in unspent balances, or 47 percent of awarded funds. The Federal Government 
cannot afford to over-invest in programs that State and local partners are slow to uti I ize when there are 
other pressing needs. 
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ELIMINATION: FLOOD HAZARD MAPPING AND RISK ANALYSIS PROGRAM 
Department of Homeland Security 

The Budget proposes eliminating the discretionary appropriation for the National Flood Insurance 
Program's (NFIP's) Flood Hazard Mapping Program (RiskMAP). Instead of discretionary appropriations 
funded by the taxpayer, FEMA would explore other more effective and fair means of funding flood mapping 
efforts. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

190 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

0 -190 

FEMA maintains quality flood hazard information and develops Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs, or 
flood maps) to inform decisions related to flood risk. FEMA has mapped 1.13 million stream miles covering 
98 percent of the population in the United States. Flood maps communicate flood risks to communities and 
residents, inform local floodplain management regulations, help communities set minimum floodplain and 
building standards, determine who is required to purchase flood insurance, and help FEMA to accurately 
price flood insurance. 

Since flood maps most benefit NFIP policyholders and communities at risk of flooding, mapping costs 
should be borne by flood insurance policyholders, not general taxpayers. To complement FEMA's efforts, 
State and local governments can also invest their own resources in updating flood maps to inform land use 
decisions and reduce risk. 
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ELIMINATION: TRANSPORT AT I ON SEC URI TV ADMINISTRATION LAWEN FORCE MEN T 
GRANTS 

Department of Homeland Security 

The Budget proposes to eliminate funding that incentivizes State and local law enforcement entities to 
provide law enforcement at airports by partially reimbursing those entities. This incentive is no longer 
necessary nearly 16 years after the September 11, 2001 attacks, as State and local jurisdictions have had 
plenty of time to adjust and reprioritize resources. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change frcm 2017 

-45 

The Transportation Security Administration provides assistance to State and local law enforcement 
jurisdictions to partially reimburse law enforcement activity currently at airports. The program was created 
to encourage law enforcement presence at airports in the wake of the September 11, 2011 attacks, and to 
lessen the burden on State and local jurisdictions as they refocused law enforcement efforts. In the 16 years 
since those attacks, airport security continues to be a high priority not just for the Federal government, but 
also for the State and local communities whose economies benefit from aviation. This continued state of 
affairs indicates that no incentiveshou ld be necessary for State and local law enforcemententities to prioritize 
security at their airports. 

The amount of financial support offered by this program has waned in recent years, declining below 50 
percent of total State and local law enforcement costs in fiscal year 2016 and continuing to decline. As such, 
State and local jurisdictions are supporting much more of the cost of providing law enforcement presence 
at airports. Discontinuing this program should not place an undue burden on State and local jurisdictions, 
since they already pay the majority of law enforcement costs. 
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ELIMINATION: CHOICE NEIGHBORHOODS 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 

The Budget proposes to eliminate funding for the Choice Neighborhoods program, recognizing a greater 
role for State and local governments and the private sector to address community revitalization needs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

125 0 -125 

Choice Neighborhoodsprovidescompetitiveplann i ngand i mplementationgrants to improve neighborhoods 
with distressedpubl icand/or assisted housing. In addition to providi nga direct investment, this unauthorized 
program leverages additional private and public funds. 1 While leveraging private resources is desirable, 
early reports suggest that many of the funds leveraged by Choice grantees were existing commitments and 
appear as if they would have occurred in the absence of a Choice grant.2 Furthermore, examples of Choice 
grants catalyzing additional resou roes beyond housing fi nanoe, I ike infrastructu reor safety resou roes needed 
for neighborhood improvement, were infrequent? 

State and local governments may be better positioned to fund locally-driven strategies for neighborhood 
revitalization. Moreover, local government's commitment to policy changes and interagency coordination 
are critical to achieving the educational and publ icsafety goals associated with the program, and to achieve 
the necessary scale to impact entire neighborhoods.4 

Citations 
1 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development: Choire Neighborhoods 2015 Grantee Report, (January 2016). 

2U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development: Developing Choire Neighborhoods: An Early Look at 
Implementation in Five Sites, (September 2013). 

3 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development: Choire Neighborhoods: Baseline Conditions and Early 
Progress, (September 2015). 

4 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development: Choire Neighborhoods: Baseline Conditions and Early 
Progress, (September 2015). 
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ELIMINATION: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 

49 

The Budget proposes toel iminatefunding for the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program. 
The program is not well-targeted to the poorest populations and has not demonstrated a measurable impact 
on communities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

2,994 0 -2,994 

CDBG provides flexible formula funds to 1,250 State and local grantees to support a wide range of 
community and economic development activities (e.g., housing rehabilitation, blight removal, infrastructure 
and public improvements, publicservioes). The Federal Government has spent over $150 billion on CDBG 
sinoe its inception in 1974, but the program has not demonstrated results. The broad purpose and flexible 
nature of this unauthorized program allows for a wide range of community activities to be supported, but 
it is thissameflexibil ity that creates challenges to measuring the program's impact and efficacy in improving 
communities. 

The program has largely remained unchanged sinoe it was last reauthorized in 1994. Studies have shown 
that the allocation formula poorly targets funds to the areas of greatest need, and many aspects of the 
program have becomeoutdated.1 Moreover, decreasing appropriationscombined with an increasing number 
of localities qualifying for CDBG allocations has reduoed the size of the individual grants over time, making 
CDBG less impactful. 

The Budget recognizes that State and local governments are better positioned to address local community 
and economic development needs. 

Citations 
1Housing Policy Debate: CDBG at 40: Its Record and Potential, Volume 24, Issue 1, (2014). 
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REDUCTION: GRANTS TO NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBES AND ALASKA NATIVE 
VILLAGES 

Department of Housing and Urban Development 

The Budget proposes to reduce overall Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funding 
targeted to Native American Tribes and Alaskan Native vi II ages. The Budget proposes $600 million for the 
NativeAmerican Housing Block Grant (NAHBG) program and redirects the savings to higher priority areas. 
The Budget also proposes to eliminate the Indian Community Development Block Grant (ICDBG) because 
it is duplicative. 

Funding Slmnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Native .American Housing Block Grant .................................................................................................. . 

Indian Community Develor:ment Block Grant ....................................................................... . 

Total ........................................................................................................................................ . 

Justification 

2017CR 

648 

60 

708 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

600 -48 

0 -60 

600 -108 

f'JAHBG provides formula grants to f'Jative American Tribes and Alaska f'Jative villages ("Tribes") for 
affordable housing and related activities. The Budget proposes that funding for this unauthorized program 
be reduced and redirected to programs in higher priority areas, such as national security and publ icsafety. 
While the program is fulfilling its mission by increasing the stock of affordable housing in Indian Country, 
improved data collection is necessary to assess grantee performance on efficiency metrics. For example, we 
cannot say whether grantees are keeping vacancies to a minimum or turning vacant units over quickly. 

ICDBG provides competitive grants to Tribes for a range of projects, including the construction and 
rehabilitation of affordable housing, community facilities, and infrastructure. The Budget proposes to 
eliminate ICDBG as it is unauthorized and duplicates, in part, HUD's larger NAHBG program and the 
Department of Agriculture's Rural Economic Infrastructure Grants, the Department of Transportation's 
Tribal Transportation Program, and the Environmental Protection Agency's Clean Water and Drinking 
Water State Revolving Funds. 
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ELIMINATION: HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the HOME Investment Partnerships Program, recognizing a greater 
role for State and local governments and the private sector in addressing affordable housing needs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change from 2017 

-948 

The HOME Investment Partnerships Program providesflexibleformulagrants to 600 States and localities 
to expand the supply of affordable housing for low-income households. Program funding has not been 
authorized sinoe 1994. 

Housing for low-incomefamil ies is currently funded by multiplefunding sou roes, including Federal, State, 
and local governments, as well as the private and non-profit sectors. The result is a fragmented system 
with varying rules and ~egulations that create overlap and inefficiencies, as well as challenges to measuring 
collective performance.' The Administration devolves affordable housing activities to State and local 
governments who are better positioned to comprehensively address the array of unique market challenges, 
local policies, and impediments that lead to housing affordability problems. 

Citations 
1Govern ment Accou ntabi I i ty Office: Affordable Rental Housing: Assistanre Is Provided by Federal, State, and Local 

Programs, but There Is Incomplete Information on Collective Performanre, GA0-15-645, (September 2015). 
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REDUCTION: RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 

The Budget proposes legislative reforms to reduce costs across the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development's (HUD) rental assistance programs. The proposed policies include administrative relief and 
stream I i ning for grantees, as well as policies that encourage work and self-sufficiency, including increases 
to tenant rent contributions. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

37,162 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

35,228 -1,934 

HUD's rental assistance programs (Housing Choice Vouchers, Public Housing, Project-Based Rental 
Assistance, and Housing for the Elderly and Persons with Disabilities) provide housing subsidies for about 
4.5 mi II ion very low-income households. The rental assistanceprogramsgenerallycompriseabout 80 percent 
of HUD's total funding. Due to rent and utility inflation, program costs increase every year just to assist 
roughly the same number of households. 

Given the significant size of the Federal commitment, the Budget proposes a set of policies that would 
reduce costs and serve as a starting point for a more comprehensive package of rental assistance reforms. 
The Budget also recognizes the need for greater contributions from State and local governments and the 
private sector to help address affordable housing needs among low-income households. 
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ELIMINATION: SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP OPPORTUNITY 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

Department of Housing and Urban Development 

53 

The Budget proposes to el im inatesmall grant programs that are dupl icativeor overlap with other Federal, 
State, and local efforts. The Budget also recognizes a greater role for State, and local governments and the 
private sector in addressing community development and affordable housing needs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 
56

1 
2018 Change fra11 2017 

-56 

The Budget eliminates the programs in the Self-Help and Assisted Homeownership Opportunity Program 
(SHOP) account, including SHOP, Capacity Building for Community Development and Affordable Housing 
program (also known as Section 4), and the rural capacity building program. These programs represent a 
small fraction of the funds provided by other Federal, State, local, and private entities to support housing 
and community development activities. The non-profit organizations that receive these grants should have 
the capacity to substitute funding through more flexible funding from the private sector and philanthropy. 
For example: 

SHOP. SHOP is a competitive grant program that provides funds to non-profit organizations to assist 
low-income homebuyers wi II ing to contribute "sweat equity" toward the construction of their homes. This 
unauthorized program expired in 2001, and funding is eliminated and redirected to other higher priority 
activities. 

Capacity Building. Section 4 funding was last authorized in 1996, and the program is effectively an 
earmark for three organizations. The rural capacity building program is also unauthorized. HUD has 
adopted a more integrated and efficient approach to technical assistance and strengthening grantees in 
recent years, and wi II align these programs' activities with those efforts, as appropriate. 
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ELIMINATION: ABANDONED MINE LAND GRANTS 
Department of the Interior 

The Budget proposes toel iminatefunding introduced in 2016 for grants to Appalachian States for economic 
development projects in conjunction with coal abandoned mine land (AM L) reclamation. Thesegrantsexceed 
the mission and expertise of the Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement (OSMRE). 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-90 

The AM L grant pi lot program was developed by the Congress in response to the prior administration's 
2016 Budget mandatory grant proposal to convert $1 bi II ion from the unappropriated balance of the AM L 
Fund to funding for States to expedite the cleanup and redevelopment of eligible lands and waters affected 
by historic coal mining practices and thus promote economic development. The Congress subsequently 
appropriated from General Funds $90 million in 2016 discretionary funding for these activities in three 
Appalachian states (Kentucky, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania). OSMRE's expertise is in coal mine 
reclamation and not economic development, so it would have to build capacity and leverage expertise from 
other agencies to implement this approach. These unnecessary grants are not central to OSMRE's mission. 
Although well intended, these grants overlap with existing funds to reclaim abandoned coal mines and do 
not have a clearly defined purpose. The Administration plans to help coal country by streamlining permit 
approvals and eliminating unnecessary regulations, such as I ifting the moratorium on coal leasing on pub I ic 
lands, rolling back the Clean Power Plan, and helping to nullify the Stream Protection Rule. The Budget 
also proposes funding increases for the Appalachian region, including$80 mi II ion as part of a new Department 
of Agricu ltureRural Economic I nfrastructu reGrant account and an additional $66 mi II ion in the Department 
of Labor's Dislocated Worker National Reserve for job training and employment services to help unemployed 
workers in the region. 
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REDUCTION: FEDERAL LAND ACQUISITION 
Department of the Interior 

55 

The Budget proposes to reduce Federal land acquisition funding for the Department of the Interior (DOl) 
to $54 mi Ilion. This allows the Agency to focus availablefundson the protection and management of existing 
lands and assets. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

183 54 -129 

The Budget proposes a reduction of $129 million for Federal land acquisition through DOl, so that the 
Agency can instead focus I imited resources to more effectively manage existing assets and lands. Land 
acquisitions at DOl are lower priority activities than maintaining adequate funding for ongoing operations 
and maintenance. DOl already owns roughly 500 million acres of Federal land. At a time when DOl has 
billions of dollars in deferred maintenance, it needs to focus scarce resources and better manage what it 
owns before acquiring additional lands. 
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ELIMINATION: HERITAGE PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 
Department of the Interior 

The Budget proposes to eliminate grant funding for the Heritage Partnership Program, a $19 million 
reduction. This program provides financial and technical assistance to congressionally designated National 
Heritage Areas, which are managed by non-Federal organizations to promote the conservation of natural, 
historic, scenic, and cultural resources. The Program is secondary to the primary mission of the National 
Park Service and would be better sustained with local funding. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change frm12017 

20 -19 

As noted in a Government Accountabi I ity Office report, there is no systematic process for designating 
Heritage Partnership Areas or determining their effectiveness.1 A Heritage Foundation report raised 
concerns that these grants are diverting resources from core National Park Service responsibilities, such 
as protecting resources and providing services in national parks.2 These grants to State and local entities 
are not clearly a Federal responsibility; instead, National Heritage Area managers should use the national 
designation to open doors to more sustainable funding opportunities from local and private beneficiaries. 

Citations 
1 BarryT. Hill, Director, Natural Resources and Environment, U.S. General Accounting Office: National Park Servire: 

A More Systematic Proress for Establishing National Heritage Areas and Actions to Improve Their Accountability Are 
Needed, testimony before the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources, U.S. Senate, GA0-04-593T, (March 30, 
2004). 

2 Heritage Foundation: National Heritage Areas: Costly Economic Development Schemes that Threaten Property 
Rights, Cheryl Chumley and Ronald Utt, (October 23, 2007). 
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ELIMINATION: NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 
Department of the Interior 

57 

The Budget proposes to eliminatediscretionaryfunding for the National Wi ldl ifeRefuge Fund. This Fund 
was intended to compensate communities for lost tax revenue from Federal land acquisitions, but fails to 
take into account the economic benefits refuges provide to communities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

13 

2018 Request 2018 Change fra11 2017 

0 -13 

Though the National Wild I ife Refuge Fund was intended to compensate communities for lost tax revenue 
from Federal land acquisitions, evidenoe shows that refuges often generate tax revenue for communities in 
exoess of what was lost by increasing property values and creating tourism opportunities for the American 
public to connect with nature. In 2013, refuges generated an estimated $2.4 billion for local economies, 
supported over 35,000 jobs, and generated over $340 m iII ion in tax revenues at the local, State, and Federal 
level.1 A study by North Carolina State University in 2,{)12 found that property values surrounding refuges 
are higher than equivalent property values elsewhere.L 

In addition, approximately $8 million per year in mandatory appropriations is provided to communities 
from the National Wildlife Refuge Fund. 

Citations 
1 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Banking on Nature: the Economic Benefits to Local Communities of National Wildlife 

Refuge Visitation. (October 2013). 

2North Carolina State University Center for Environmental and Resource Economic Policy: Amenity Values of 
Proximity to National Wildlife Refuges, (April 2012). 
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REDUCTION: FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM, CONSTRUCTION 
Department of Justice 

The Budget proposes to cancel or redirect $888 million of prison construction funding in order to fund 
other law enforcement priorities, such as immigration and violent crime. This proposal leverages existing 
prison capacity resulting from a decline in the inmate population of approximately 30,000 people since 2013. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

444
1 

2018 Request 

444

1 
2018 Change from 2017 

The Congress appropriated $444 mi II ion in 2016 for theconstructionof a new prison. The Budget proposes 
no new funding for prison construction and proposes to cancel the $444 million in unobligated balances 
appropriated for construction of the faci I ity. 

Rather than investing in new construction, the Budget includes funding to expand prison capacity in more 
efficient and cost-effectiveways. The Budget includes $80 mi II ion in the BOP Salaries and Expenses account 
for activation of AUSP Thomson, which currently houses just 93 inmates at its work camp. At full activation, 
Thomson has capacity to house between 1,600 and 2,500 inmates. 

Finally, the Attorney General recently released guidance reversing a decision to phase out the use of 
privately-operated contract faci I ities. In I ight of that decision and the present size of the inmate population, 
the Administration has additional, flexible options for confinement that may be used before expending 
resources for new construction. 
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ELIMINATION: STATE CRIMINAL ALIEN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
Department of Justice 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the State Criminal AI ien Assistance Program (SCAAP) from the Office 
of Justice Programs within the Department of Justice. SCAAP, which reimburses State, local, and tribal 
governments for prior year costs associated with incarceratingcertai n i I legal crimina I aliens, is unauthorized 
and poorly targeted. The Administration proposes to instead invest in border enforcement and border 
security initiatives that will more effectively address the publicsafety threats posed by criminal aliens. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

210 0 -210 

This program rep resen tsa general revenue transfer to States that neither focuses resou rceson immigration 
enforcement nor fully reimburses their detention costs. In 2016, the reimbursement rate was about 17 cents 
on the dollar, with just four States- California, Florida, New York, and Texas- receiving over two-thirds 
of available funds. Further, the program has no performance metrics or programmatic requirements 
associated with the funds to improve public safety. Moreover, the program does not require recipients to 
use SCAAP awards solely for the purpose of addressing the cost of detaining illegal aliens in State, local 
and tribal detention facilities. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00070 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

60 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REDUCTION: BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL LABOR AFFAIRS 
Department of Labor 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Department of Labor's international labor grants and reduce 
International Labor Affairs Bureau (I LAB) staff, instead focusing I LAB on ensuring that U.S. trade 
agreements are fair for American workers. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

86 19 ~7 

Despite its role in ensuring that U.S. trade agreements are fair for American workers, I LAB spends almost 
70 percent of its budget on grants to combat child labor and promote worker rights overseas. Many of these 
grants are awarded noncompetitively and are of questionable long-term effectiveness. I LAB has funded 
some impact evaluations of its child labor projects, but the findings have been mixed. The completed child 
labor impact evaluations show that education projects had limited effects on withdrawing and preventing 
children from participating in child labor. 1 The Budget proposes to eliminate these grants and focus I LAB 
on ensuring that American workers are competing on a level playing field with other countries. 

Citations 
1 GovernmentAccountabil ityOffice: International Labor Grants: DOL's Use of Financial and PerformanoeMonitoring 

Tools Needs to be Strengthened, GA0-14-832 (September 2014). 
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ELIMINATION: MIGRANT AND SEASONAL FARMWORKER TRAINING 
Department of Labor 

61 

The Budget eliminates the Migrant and Seasonal Farmworker Training program (also known as the 
National Farmworker Jobs Program). The program is duplicative in that it creates a parallel train ingsystem 
form igrant and seasonal farmworkers, despite the fact that these individuals are eligible to receive services 
through the core Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) formula programs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 
82

1 
2018 Change fra11 2017 

-82 

TheM igrant and Seasonal Farmworker Training program provides grants to 52 organizations to provide 
training, employment, and other services to migrant farmworkers, with the goal of increasing their 
employment and earnings. The program also awards housing assistance grants to 11 organizations. While 
the program reports favorable performance results in terms of theshareof participantsenteri ngemployment, 
the program has not been rigorously evaluated so it is unclear whether these outcomes would have happened 
in the absence of the program. Those participants who currently receive training and employment services 
are eligible for similar services through the core WIOA Titles I and Ill formula programs. 

In addition, while grants are competitively awarded, there is inadequate competition and very little 
grantee turnover. For example, all 52 grantees receiving employment and training grants in 2016 had also 
been awarded grants in the previous competition, even though their performance was mixed. 
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REDUCTION: OFFICE OF DISABILITY EMPLOYMENT POLICY 
Department of Labor 

The Budget proposes $27 million, returning the Office of Disability Employment Policy (ODEP) closer to 
its core mission of policy development, technical assistance, and dissemination of effective practices to 
increase the employment of people with disabilities. For 2018, the Budget proposes that ODEP will also 
begin a demonstration project to test effective interventions to promote greater labor force participation of 
people with disabilities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

38 27 -11 

The Congress created ODEP in 2001 to bring a heightened focus on disability employment in the Federal 
Government through policy analysis, technical assistance and development of best practices. 

ODEP was tasked with implementing a sustained, coordinated, and aggressive employment strategy to 
eliminate job barriers for people with disabilities. However, ODEP has since expanded its responsibilities 
beyond its original mission to include numerous grant programs on a wide range of activities. This includes 
support services that were duplicative of other offices, such as ODEP's grants for technical assistance for 
accessible technology and career development in post-secondary education. For 2018, the Budget proposes 
that ODEPwill el iminateduplicativegrant makingactivitiesand wi II refocus itseffortson testing, developing, 
and implementing disability employment policy to increase the recruitment, retention and advancement of 
people with disabilities. 

The Budget also replaces one of ODEP's major initiatives, the Disability Employment Initiative (DEl), 
that since 2010 has provided grants to State workforce agencies to improve American Job Center capacity 
to serve individuals with disabilities. The Federal Governmental ready provides substantial funding to 
States for their workforce system via the WIOA and Employment Service grants and States are required 
by law to provide reasonable accommodation to individuals with disabilities to ensure that they can 
participate. In addition, preliminary results suggest that DEl has shown weak impacts: an interim report 
showed no statistically significant difference between the treatment and control group in terms of wages or 

. . . . . 1 
employment placement rates.· 

The Budget redeploys DEl funding for a new demonstration project modeled after Washington State's 
workerscompensationsuccessful Centers of Occupational Health and Education (COHE) program to improve 
labor force participation and attachment of individuals with temporary injuries and disabilities. The 
demonstration, which will be run in partnership with the Social Security Administration, will test the effects 
of implementing key features of the COHE model in other States or municipalities and/or for a broader 
population beyond workers' compensation. Some of the key features include care and service coordination, 
population screening and monitoring, increased access and targeted vocational rehabilitation and work 
supports, workplace accommodations, and technical assistance to healthcare providers and employers. 
Other optional interventions that could be tested by grantees include additional income support in absence 
of other temporary disabi I ity supports, partial wage support to allow for part-time return-to-work, increased 
access to specific medical or hoi is tic care, and employer incentives. 

Past efforts provided enhanced incentives to pursue work for people with disabi I ities who spent years out 
of the labor force. In contrast to previous efforts, this early intervention return-to-work initiative is aimed 
at helping the individual worker maintain attachment to the labor force and self-sufficiency. 
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Citations 
1 Social Dynamics, LLC, and Mathematica Policy Research: DE/Interim Synthesis Report For Year 4, (August 2016). 
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ELIMINATION: OSHA TRAINING GRANTS 
Department of Labor 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Occupational Safety and Health Administration's (OSHA) Susan 
Harwood training grants, which are unnecessary and unproven. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

11 

2018 Request 2018 Change fra11 2017 

0 -11 

OSHA's Harwood Training Grant program was established in 1978 to provideone- to five-year competitive 
grants to non-profit organizations to develop and conduct occupational safety and health training programs. 
OSHA has no evidence that the program is effective, and measures the program's performance in terms of 
the number of individuals trained. In addition, it is not clear that the training funded by these grants would 
not happen absent the Federal subsidy. The Budget provides resources for OSHA's compliance assistance 
activities, including free on-site safety and health consultations for small businesses; cooperative programs 
to help employers identify and address hazards; and assistance to help employers and workers improve the 
safety of their workplaces. 
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ELIMINATION: SENIOR COMMUNITY SERVICE EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM 
Department of Labor 

The Budget proposes toel iminate the Senior Community Service Employment Program (SCSEP). SCSEP 
is ineffective in its goal of transitioning seniors into unsubsidized employment. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 
434

1 
2018 Change from 2017 

434 

SCSEP distributes grants to States and public and private non-profit organizations to provide part-time 
work experience in community service activities to unemployed low-income persons ages 55 and over. 

While the program provides some income support to about 68,000 individuals each year, it fails to meet 
its other major statutory goals of fostering economic self-sufficiency and moving low-income seniors into 
unsubsidized employment. In program year 2015 (the most recent year for which data are available), the 
program placed less than half of participants in unsubsidized jobs and that excludes as many as one-third 
of individuals who fail to complete the program. With costs of almost $6,500 per participant, it is not a 
cost-effective mechanism to facilitate community service among older adults. The goal of supporting the 
self-sufficiency and employment of older workers can continue to be addressed through the Workforce 
Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) programs. 
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REDUCTION: WIOA TITLES I AND Ill FORMULA PROGRAMS (ADULT, YOUTH, 
DISLOCATED WORKERS, EMPLOYMENT SERVICE) 

Department of Labor 

The Budget proposes to decrease funding for the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) job 
training and employment service formula programs by 39 percent. In a resource-constrained environment, 
the Budget would shift responsibility for funding these services to localities, States, and employers. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

3,474 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

2,133 -1,341 

Evaluations of Federal workforce programs show a mixed record of effectiveness. Some have found 
employment and educational gains, while others have shown negligible, or even negative, effects of 
participating in training programs. In particular, most impact evaluations of Federal workforce programs 
have not been able to demonstrate long-term earnings gains associated with program participation. 

For example, a 1997 study of the Job Training Partnership Act (a predecessor to WIOA) found modest 
earnings gains for both adult women and men who participated in the program, but found no earnings gains 
for either female or male youth participants.1 Most recently, Mathematica's May 2016 interim impact report 
on the WIA Adult and Dislocated Worker programs did not find positive earnings or employment effects for 
those participating in training, though it noted that it was premature to draw final conclusions based on 
these interim findings.2 The study also notes that participating in training does not increase individuals' 
ability to obtain employment in a related occupation. In sum, these programs remain unproven. 

The Budget would decrease funding for WIOA Title I and II I formula programs by $1.3 billion, shifting 
more responsibility for funding these programs and training American workers to States, localities, and 
employers and giving them more freedom to design their programs. The Budget also provides States and 
localities with new flexibi I ity and discretion to serve workers based on the specific training needs of their 
workforce. 

Citations 
1Bioom et al. The Benefits and Costs of JTPA Title II-A Programs: Key Findings from the National Job Training 

Partnership Act Study, (1997). 

2McConnell et al. Providing Public Workforoe Servioes to Job Seekers: 15 Month Impact Findings on the WIA Adult 
and Dislocated Worker Programs, (2016). 
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ELIMINATION: DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget refocuses and reduces economic and development assistance across countries and sectors in 
order to prioritize countries of greatest strategic importance and ensure the effectiveness of U.S. taxpayer 
investments. The Budget proposes to eliminate the Development Assistance account, and selected countries 
and programs previously covered by the account wi II be supported through the new Economic Support and 
Development Fund. 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Budget .Authority ............................................................................................................... . 

2017CR 

2,509 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

0 -2,509 

flbte: This table does not include direct dimate-change activities funded in the FY 2017 /el.€1 out of the De..elopment Assistance account. This funding is ackiressed separately as 
pari of the Global Climate Change Initiative elimination. 

Justification 

Consistent with the Administration's goals of stream I ini ng foreign assistance and freeing up funding for 
rebuilding the Nation's m i I itary and for pursuing critical priorities here at home, the Budget eliminates the 
DevelopmentAssistance(DA) account and ieduces the numbei of countiies ieceivi ngdi iect bi lateial economic 
and development assistance by more than 40 (or by nearly 45) percent compared to 2016, in order to focus 
on those that are most critical to U.S. national security. Selected countries and programs previously covered 
by the DA account wi II be supported through the EconomicSupport and Development Fund (ESDF), allowing 
the Department of State (State) and U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) to better assess, 
prioritize, and target development-related activities in the context of broader U.S. strategic objectives and 
partnerships around the world. Having one stream I ined account for economic and development assistance 
will also increase State and USAID's flexibility to trade-off needs on an even footing within one account, 
rather than having budget and strategic priorities skewed by artificial distinctions. As a result, the Budget 
refocuses economic and development assistance on countries and sectors that wi II have the most immediate 
and direct benefits toward strengthening U.S. national and homeland security, defeating ISIS and other 
transnational terrorist groups, fostering economic opportunities and opening markets for U.S. businesses, 
and supporting key strategic partners and allies. Within these countries and sectors, the Budget proposes 
that State and USA I D increase the effectiveness of assistance while reducing expenditures by leveraging 
strategic partnerships across the Federal Government, international organizations, foreign governments, 
the private sector, and non=governmenta! and faith=based organizations. The Budget also proposes that 
State and USA I D strengthen agency processes to monitor and ensure strong programmatic impacts and 
wi II apply data-driven analyses to prioritize programs with demonstrated transformative potential. 
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ELI M INA T I 0 N: EAR MARKED AP P R 0 P RIA T I 0 NSF 0 R N 0 N -P R 0 FIT 0 RGAN I ZA T I 0 NS 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget proposes to eliminate earmarked appropriations for the East-West Center and The Asia 
Foundation given these organizations serve niche miss ions that duplicate other Federal programs. 
Elimination of earmarked Federal funding will not terminate these organizations, due to their non-profit 
status, and they remain eligible and are encouraged to compete for Federal grant funding and may reoeive 
private sector contributions. 

The Asia Foundation .... 

East-\1\est Center .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

17 0 -17 

17 0 -17 

The East-West Center (EWC) is a quasi-governmental organization established by the Congress in 1960 
and The Asia Foundation (TAF) is a private, non-governmental organization founded in 1954. Even though 
these organizations remain authorized, it is highly unusual for private organizations to reoeive a direct 
appropriation with nodi rect leadership from the Executive Branch to provide oversight. The Administration 
is seeking to end dedicated funding for organizations that may effectively serve niche missions, but which 
are not critical to the conduct of U.S. foreign pol icy and which duplicate the efforts of other Federal programs 
or the non-profit and private sectors. By making this change, EWC and TAF will be inoentivized to compete 
for Federal funding which will improve efficiency while minimizing the potential for duplication. 
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REDUCTION: EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL EXCHANGES 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

69 

The Budget reduoes Federal funding by half for the Department of State's Educational and Cultural 
Exchange Programs, including the Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs (ECA). The need for federally 
funded educational and cu lturalexchanges has decreasedsignificantlygiven the numberofexchangestudents 
both coming to the United States and studying abroad without Federal support. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

590 285 -305 

When originally authorized (Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961), educational and 
cultural exchanges were an important means of exposing foreign citizens to U.S. culture and U.S. citizens 
to foreign culture. However, in today's more mobile and interconnected world, students and other 
international visitors are increasingly relying on other sou roes of funding and support. For instanoe, based 
on Open Doors 2016 data, 1 it is estimated that over one million international students studied at U.S. 
colleges and universitiesduri ng the 2015-2016 academ icyear. Of the total number of international students 
enrolled during the 2015-2016 academic year, the U.S. Government funded slightly more than 4,000, or 0.4 
peroent, of international students. The primary sou roes of funding for international students were 
personal/family (66 peroent) and U.S. colleges and universities (17 peroent). In addition, the Open Doors 
data showed that the total number of U.S. students studying abroad in 2014-2015 was over 300,000. U.S. 
Government-funded exchange programs support only a small fraction of overall study abroad programs, 
some of which seek to increase mutual understanding between the United States and other countries. It is 
clear that the need for U.S. Federal assistance for exchange programs has dropped over time as alternative 
sou roes of funding have become more available and the world has become more interconnected due to rapid 
improvements in transportation and information technology. ECE program resouroeswill be more narrowly 
targeted towards specific foreign policy priorities while avoiding duplication. 

Citations 
1

1 nstitute for International Education: Research and Insights, Open Doors 2016 Fast Facts, (2016). 
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REDUCTION: GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget reduces foreign assistance to refocus on the highest priorities and strategic objectives, and 
to bring the U.S. share of collective efforts into better balance with the global community. The 2018 funding 
level wi II enable the United States to meet its commitments to the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, TB, & Malaria 
and Gavi, the VaccineAIIianceas well as continue H IV/AI DSanti retrovi ral treatment for all current patients 
under the President's Emergency Plan for AIDS Rei ief (PEPFAR). 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

8,487 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

6,481 -2,006 

The United States has been the largest donor by far to global H IV/AIDS efforts, providing over half of 
global donor funding in reoent years to combat this epidemic. The Budget reduces funding for several global 
health programs, including HIV/AIDS, with theexpectation thatotherdonorscan and should increase their 
commitments to these causes. Within the proposed budget for PEPFAR, the State Department would 
prioritize 12 countries in which the United States wi II continue to work towards epidemic control, while 
maintaining all current PEPFAR-supported patient levels on treatment across the program. This proposal 
would allow PEPFAR to continue to achieve impact within a lower budget by reprioritizing resources and 
leveraging funding from other donors and host country governments. 

The Budget proposes $1.13 bill ion for the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, TB, & Malaria, a reduction of $222 
million below the 2017 CR level. This reduction achieves savings while still keeping the United States on 
track to meet its commitment to match $1 for every $2 provided by other donors for the Global Fund's most 
recent 5th Replenishment period. To date, other donors have not stepped forward with sufficient matching 
contributions to maximize the U.S. pledge. 

The Budget also realizesone-timesavingsby proposing to make$323 mi Ilion in remainingEbolaemergency 
funds avai labletosupport malaria programs($250 million)and global health security programs ($73 million) 
to ensure that these priority programs are robustly funded. 

The Budget achieves further savings by eiiminating funding in the Giobai Heaith Programs account for 
international family planning programs, a reduction of $523 million below the 2017 CR level. The Budget 
reduces funding for polio programs at USA I D. The Government's efforts to eradicate polio continue to be 
funded within the Centers for Disease Control & Prevention at $165 million. The Budget proposes additional 
reductions below the 2017 CR level for tuberculosis, nutrition, vulnerable children, and neglected tropical 
diseases. While the United States wi II continue significant funding for global health programs, even while 
refocusing foreign assistance, other stakeholders must do more to contribute their fair share to global health 
initiatives. 
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REDUCTION: INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION CONTRIBUTIONS 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget proposes to end or reducefundingfor internationalprogramsand organizationswhose missions 
do not substantially advance U.S. foreign pol icy i nterestsor for which the funding burden is not fairly shared 
amongst members. Funding for these organizations is currently provided in two aocounts: dues and other 
assessed support is through Contributions to International Organizations (CIO), and additional voluntary 
contributions are provided through International Organizations and Programs (lOP). No funding for the 
lOP aocount is requested in the Budget. 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Base Budget .Authority ........................................................................................................................... . 

CNerseas Contingency Operations .... 

Total ....................................................................................................................................... . 

Justification 

2017CR 

1,680 

102 

1,782 

2018 Request 

900 

96 

996 

2018 Change from 2017 

-780 

-6 

-700 

The Budget calls for significant reductions in U.S. contributions to international organizations. In order 
to implement these reductions, the Budget proposes that the Department of State examine options to: (a) 
reduce the levels of international organizations' budgets, (b) reduce U.S. assessment rates, and/or (c) not 
pay U.S. assessments in full. Reducing international organizations' budgets and U.S. assessment rates 
requires agreement by other member States in inter-governmental bodies such as the UN General Assembly. 
The Budget proposes that the Department examine possible methods for achieving these two objectives. To 
pursue the third option, the Department would undergo a systematic review to identify organizations where 
reductions can be achieved while maintaining U.S. national interests. This proposed interagency process 
would give priority to organizations that most directly support U.S. national security interests and American 
prosperity. NATO, for instance, would continue to be fully funded. In contrast, funding for organizations 
that work against U.S. foreign policy interests could be terminated. To the extent the United States decides 
to pursue continued funding for any of the organizations previously supported via lOP, the Budget assumes 
that it would do so through the Economic Support and Development Fund and other foreign assistance 
aocounts in 2018. 
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REDUCTION: OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget marks the first step in a multi-year phase-out of Overseas Contingency Operations (OCO) 
funding for the Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development (State/USAI D) that is 
not for temporary and extraordinary contingency needs, so as to end the use of OCO as a means to effectively 
evade budget caps during the annual appropriations process. 

Overseas Contingency Operations ..................................................... . 

Funding Slmnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

19,195 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

12,017 -7,178 

flbte: The 2017 CR total includes $4,300 million enacted in the Further Continuing and Security Assistance Appropriations Act (Public /..aN 114-254) for counter-ISIS activities. 

Justification 

State/USAID was first appropriated OCO funding in 2012 to fund temporary and extraordinary needs 
related to the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. While needs for such contingency funding have legitimately 
grown (e.g. the conflict in Syria), the use of OCO to fund State/USA I D activities has been greatly expanded 
beyond its original intent, to include critical activities that are neither temporary nor extraordinary, but 
are instead ongoing and anticipated. Each year during the appropriations process, shifting enduring 
State/USA I D funding from base to OCO results in a cap adjustment that serves as a rei ief valve to free up 
funding for other non-defense discretionary (N DO) priorities and rei ieve the cap pressures faced by all N DO 
agencies and programs. For instance, the prior administration requested only $7 billion in State/USAID 
OCO for 2016. However, as a result of the Bipartisan Budget Act (BBA) of 2015, the OCO level ballooned 
to $14.9 billion annually for 2016 and 2017, a back-door means of circumventing the cap on NOD spending 
in order to fund other NOD priorities. 

While the BBA technically capped State/USA I D OCO funding at $14.9 billion, there is no enforcement 
mechanism. Consequently, the Congress effectively evaded the cap in December 2016 by providing $4.3 
billion in supplemental OCO funding for State/USAID in the Further Continuing and Security Assistance 
Appropriations Act (SAAA) without any offset. This resulted in a 2017 CR level of $19.2 billion in 
State/USAID OCO funding, or 35 percent of State/USAID's total budget. An additional $1.6 billion was 
provided in the 2017 Consolidated Appropriations Act, increasing total2017 OCO funding to $20.8 billion, 
$5.9 bi II ion above the 2017 BBA OCO cap. 

Whereas OCO was originally intended for use in six State/USAI D accounts and three countries where 
the United States was engaged in conflict, it has expanded to 21 accounts and over 50 countries for a wide 
range of ongoing activities previously funded within the NOD base budget cap. The 2018 Budget reflects 
the first step in reining in the expansion of OCO funding, with a reduction of over $7 bi II ion from the 2017 
CR level, and a scaling back to 14 accounts and approximately 25 countries. 
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ELIMINATION: P.L. 480 TITLE II FOOD AID 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the P.L. 480 Title II food aid program (Title II) in order to focus on the 
highest priority, most efficient and effective foreign assistance and eliminate inefficient, slow, and high-cost 
programs. The foreign assistance request retains sufficient funding for emergency food assistance in the 
International Disaster Assistance (IDA) account, which already provides food aid through the most effective 
means for each crisis and provides U.S. food commodities where they are the most appropriate emergency 
response. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

1,713 0 -1,713 

The Title II program provides emergency and development food aid, mainly through the purchase and 
shipment of U.S. commodities. The Budget focuses humanitarian and development assistanceon the highest 
priorities and eliminates duplicative programs. Providing emergency food aid through IDA has been shown 
to allow more appropriate and on average more cost effective assistance than Title II food aid. Unlike Title 
II, IDA is able to adjust to conflict and other situations such as Syria where affected people may be displaced 
multiple times. Procuring food near crises can save up to two months or more on delivery time and can 
significantly reduce the costs of food aid. In addition, such purchases and other tools such as cash vouchers, 
where appropriate, also help support local economies shaken by humanitarian crises, which can lower overall 
needs. Given limited resources, it is important tofocusfundingon the mostefficientassistancemechanisms. 
In this case, IDA allows the choice of the right tool at the right time and maximizes the reach of U.S. 
assistance. 

Disproportionate share of global food aid. The United States is the largest provider of emergency 
food aid, typicallyaccountingfor a third or more of all contributions. As the United States refocusesassistance 
to the highest priority areas, the Budget calls upon other donors to do their fair share. 

Slower and more costly. Title II takes an average of four to six months to deliver food aid, which means 
that food may need to be moved before it is certain that it is needed (such as anticipating whether and how 
severe a drought may be) or shipments may arrive too iate. Using iDA can significantiyshorten the dei ivery 
time. In recent disasters, IDA has allowed food to arrive within days, not months. While in some cases 
Title II can be prepositioned to save some time, these additional storage, handling, and delivery costs mean 
that U.S. taxpayers are paying even more compared to the costs of IDA. 

Less efficient than other foreign assistance. Title II requires that at least 20 percent of an annual 
appropriation (with a minimum of $350 million per year) must be used for development food aid programs. 
At least 15 percent of the U.S. commodities for these programs must be sold abroad, typically at an average 
loss of 25 percent or more of the cost. The proceeds of these sales, referred to as monetization, are used to 
fund development programs, and the loss on these sales is paid for by U.S. taxpayers. Eliminating these 
programs aligns with the approach taken towards other foreign assistance programs, ensuring that funding 
can be focused on the highest priorities, on efficiency, and on effectiveness. The U.S. Agency for International 
Development will continue to fund longer-term food security and nutrition programs through the Economic 
Support and Development Fund and the Global Health Program. 
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REDUCTION: PEACEKEEPING 
Department of State and U.S. Agency for International Development 

The Budget assumes the United States will contribute at or below the statutory cap of 25 percent for 
United Nations (UN) peacekeeping missions in the Contributions to International Peacekeeping Activities 
(CIPA) aocount. The Budget proposes to eliminate funding for duplicative capacity building programs in 
the Peacekeeping Operations (PKO) aocount. 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Base Budget Authority . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. .. .. . ..................................... . 

CNerseas Contingency Operations ......................................................................................................... . 

Total Budget Authority........ .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .............................................................. . 

2017CR 

796 

2,313 

3,109 

2018 Request 

391 

1,106 

1,497 

2018 Change from 2017 

405 

-1,207 

-1,612 

1 The amounts in the table ccmbine reductions to the Contributions to International Peacekeeping (Cirn) account and reductions to the Peacekeeping qJerations (PKO) account. 

Justification 

With over 100,000 personnel and an annual budget close to $8 billion, UN peacekeeping is a powerful tool 
to address challenges to international peace and security. Unfortunately, at an assessed rate of 28.4 percent, 
the United States is paying more than its fair share of the cost, particularly when the other four permanent 
UN Security Council members with veto power are assessed between four and ten percent. Furthermore, 
reform is needed to create not only more efficient and aocountable peacekeeping operations but also ensure 
that each miss ion's mandate reflects realities on the ground and is supported by the necessary political wi II 
and structures to achieve its objectives. 

The Budget request of $1.2 bi II ion for U.S. contributions to UN peacekeeping activitiessets the expectation 
that the UN will rein in costs by reevaluating the design and implementation of peacekeeping missions and 
sharing the funding burden more fairly among members. This request assumes that the United States 
would contribute at or below the statutory cap of 25 percent for UN peacekeeping missions. To ensure that 
budget cuts would be implemented in a responsible manner while maintaining the most crucial and impactful 
aspects of UN peacekeeping, the Administration is calling on UN Security Council members to join in 
conducting strategic reviews of each UN peacekeeping mission. 

The Budget proposes to eliminate programs in the PKO aocount, specifically the Africa Peacekeeping 
Rapid Response Partnership (APRRP) and the PKO portion of the Security Governance Initiative (SGI). 
APRRP is a duplicative capacity bui I ding program intended to enable African countries to rapidly deploy to 
UN or regional peacekeeping missions. The Budget assumes that existing global capacity building efforts 
in the PKO aocount will target resources to support global efforts to increase the number of trained and 
equipped peacekeepers ready for deployment. Similarly, the Administration views PKO funding for SGI as 
unnecessary and duplicative of ongoing bilateral assistance programs. The Budget request of $301 m iII ion 
for PKO would continue to support multi lateral peacekeeping and regional stabi I ity operations that are not 
funded by the UN, help build operational readiness and sustainment capabilities for partner countries 
deploying to peace operations, and build the mi I itary capacity of regional partners to counter terrorism. 
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ELIM INATION:GREEN CLIMATE FUND AND GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE INITIATIVE 
Departments of State!USAID and Treasury 

The Budget fulfi lis the President's pledge to cease payments to the United Nations' climate change 
programs by proposing to eliminate U.S. funding in 2018 related to the Green Climate Fund and its two 
precursor Climate Investment Funds, which include the Clean Technology Fund and the Strategic Climate 
Fund. To better focus on priority strategic objectives and help ensure the appropriate U.S. share of 
international spending, the Budget also proposes to eliminate the Global Climate Change Initiative (GCCI) 
and provides no funding for State Department and U.S. Agency for International Development (USA I D) 
bilateral activities with partner countries to directly address climate change. 

Funding Slmnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Green Climate Fund (state) .................................................................................................................. . 

Clean Technology Fund (Treasury) 

strategic Climate Fund (Treasury) ......................................................................................................... . 

Bilateral GCCI (state and USAID) ... . 

Total Base Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

998 0 -998 

170 0 -170 

60 0 -60 

362 0 -362 

1,590 0 -1,590 

The President promised during his campaign, and pledged in his "Contract with the American Voter," to 
cease payments to the United Nations' cl imatechange programs. By proposing toeliminate funding in 2018 
related to the Green Climate Fund (GCF) and its two precursor Climate Investment Funds (CI Fs), the 
Budget fulfills that pledge. The Cl Fs were designed as an interim, precursor funding mechanism to the 
GCF, and they comprise the Clean Technology Fund and the Strategic Climate Fund. The United States 
completed its $2 billion commitment to the CIFs in 2016, and the 2018 Budget makes clear that the 
Administration does not intend to provide any further contributions to them. The Budget also proposes to 
eliminate the GCCI and associated State Department and USAID bilateral assistance intended primarily 
to help other countries mitigate the impacts of climate change. America must put the energy needs of 
American families and businesses first and continue implementing a plan that ensures energy security and 
economic vitality for decades to come, including by promoting development of the Nation's vast energy 
resources. 
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REDUCTION: CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS (NEW STARTS) 
Department of Transportation 

The Budget proposes to I imit funding for the Federal TransitAdministration'sCapitall nvestmentProgram 
(New Starts) to projects with existing full funding grant agreementsonly. Future investments in new transit 
projects would be funded by the localities that use and benefit from these localized projects. Several major 
metropolitan regions have reoently passed multi-billion dollar revenue measures to fund transit projects, 
and the Administration believes that is the most appropriateway to fund transit expansion and mai ntenanoe 
efforts. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

2,160 1,232 -928 

The Budget proposes reduoed funding for this program, which provides Federal funding for local transit 
projects that should be funded by States and localities that benefit from their use. Localities are better 
equipped to scale and design infrastructure investments needed for their communities. Several major 
metropolitan areas, including Denver, Los Angeles, and Seattle, have already begun to move in thisdi rection 
by asking residents to approve multi-bi II ion dollar bond measures to speed the delivery of highway and 
transit investments. These regions realize waiting for Federal grant funding is not the most efficient way 
to meet their local transportation needs. 

Federal resources should be focused on making targeted investments that can leverage private sector 
investment and inoentivize the creation of revenue streams where possible. 
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REDUCTION: ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE 
Department of Transportation 

77 

The Budget proposes to reform the Essential Air Service (EAS) by eliminating discretionary funding and 
focusing on the remote airports that are most in need of subsidized commercial air service. The proposal 
will include a mix of reforms, including limits on per-passenger subsidies and higher average daily 
enplanements. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

175 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

0 -175 

The EAS program was originally established as a temporary program nearly 40 years ago to provide 
subsidized commercial air service to rural airports. Many EAS flights are not full and have high subsidy 
costs per passenger. Attempts at incrementally reforming the program have not resulted in much change 
in the cost of EAS. For example, the Department of Transportation has routinely provided waivers to 
communities that do not meet some of the eligible criteria and attempts at local cost share have not been 
successful. Further, several EAS eligible communities are relatively close to major airports. Communities 
that have EAScould be served by other existing modes of transportation,and the GovernmentAccountabi lity 
Office has also routinely identified reforms in the EAS program in its annual duplication reports. 

The Administration is proposing a wholesale redesign of the program, to eliminate the discretionary 
component of the program and focus the remaining resources on those remote communities in most need of 
support. 
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REDUCTION: GRANTS TO AMTRAK 
Department of Transportation 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

The Budget proposes to terminate Federal support for Long Distance services, which consistently suffer 
from poor on-time performance, serve a small percentage of the popu I at ion, and generate the vast majority 
of Amtrak's operating losses. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

1,404 774 .Q3() 

Amtrak's long distance trains do not serve a vital transportation purpose, and are a vestige of when train 
service was the only viable transcontinental transportation option. Today communities are served by an 
expansive aviation, interstate highway, and intercity bus network. The remaining Federal funds for Amtrak 
are dedicated to Amtrak's Northeast Corridor (NEC) and State-Supported services, which do provide real 
transportation alternatives for regions. 

Long Distance services suffer from poor on-time performance (55 percent in 2016) and account for only 
15 percent of Amtrak ridership but 38 percent of train system operating costs. Long distance trains have 
consistently had a net operating loss (roughly half a bi II ion dollars annually for the past decade)sinceAmtrak 
was created in 1971. 

Terminating Federal funding for Long Distance services will allow Amtrak to focus its resources- and 
those appropriated by Congress- on better managing its suooessful corridor services that provide 
transportation options within more densely populated regions. For example, Amtrak's Northeast Corridor 
train services carry the vast majority of the combined ai r/rai I market between Washington and New York. 
Yet this corridor faces many challenges, and the 2018 Budget proposal would allow Amtrak to right-size 
itself and more adequately focus on these pressing issues. 
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ELIMINATION: NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENTS (TIGER) 
Department of Transportation 

The Budget proposes to eliminate funding for the unauthorized TIGER discretionary grant program, 
which awards grants to projects that are generally eligible for funding under existing surfaoe transportation 
formula programs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

499 0 499 

This program began as part of the 2009 stimulus bill and has not been authorized under the last two 
multi-year surfaoe transportation authorization acts. It provides Federal funding for projects with localized 
benefits, and often these projects do not rise to the level of national or regional significance. Further, this 
program is similar to the Department of Transportation's Nationally Significant Freight and Highway 
Projects grant program, authorized by the FAST Act of 2015, which supports larger highway and multi modal 
freight projects with demonstrable national or regional benefits. The Nationally Significant Freight and 
Highway Projects grant program is authorized at an annual average of $900 m iII ion through 2020. 
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REDUCTION: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS FUND 
Department of the Treasury 

The Budget proposes toeliminate new grants to Community Development Financial Institutions (CDFis), 
but requests $14 mi II ion for oversight of existing commitments and administration of the CDFI Fund's other 
programs. The CDFI industry has matured, and these institutions should have acoess to private capital 
needed to extend credit and provide financial servioes. 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

CDFI Fund Granis ................................................................................................................................. . 

CDFI Fund Mninistration .... 

Total ....................................................................................................................................... . 

Justification 

2017CR 

210 

24 

234 

2018 Request 

0 

14 

14 

2018 Change from 2017 

-210 

-10 

-220 

Created in 1994, but currently unauthorized, the CDFI Fund provides grants, loans, and tax credits to a 
national network of CDFis to expand the avai labi I ity of credit, investment capital, and financial servioes 
for low-income and underserved people and communities. Today, with nearly 1,100 Treasury-certified 
CDFis, including loan funds, community development banks, credit unions, and venture capital funds active 
in all 50 states, that goal has been achieved. The Budget eliminates funding for the Fund's four discretionary 
grant and direct loan programs (i.e., the CDFI Program, the Bank Enterprise Awards Program, the Native 
American CDFI Assistance (NACA) program, and the Healthy Food Financing Initiative) targeted at this 
now mature industry. The Budget maintains funding for administrative expenses to support ongoing CDFI 
Fund program activities, including the New Markets Tax Credit program, and proposes to extend the CDFI 
Bond Guarantee Program, which offers CDFis low-cost, long-term financing at no cost to taxpayers, as the 
program requires no credit subsidy. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: GLOBAL AGRICULTURE AND FOOD SECURITY PROGRAM 
Department of the Treasury 

81 

The Global Agriculture and Food Security Program (GAFSP) is a multi-donor trust fund that supports 
agricultural investment plans of poor countries. The United States has sufficient funding to meet its 2012 
pledge to fund GAFSP. No new funding is required in 2018. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-43 

The 2012 pledge period is over. The United States contributed $475 million towards the initial GAFSP 
pledge in 2009. In 2012, the U.S. pledged to contribute $1 for every $2 dollars in new contributions from 
other donors over the announced period of the pledge, up to a maximum of $475 million. That period has 
ended, and the United States has sufficient prior-year funding to fulfill the pledge to match other donors' 
contributions. 

Other donors' support of GAFSP has been limited. While other donors may continue to support GAFSP, 
their support for the 2012 pledge has been moderate at best. Si nee 2012, other donors' actual contributions 
totaled $342 mi Ilion through 2016, and the United States contributed over $170 mi II ion in matching funds. 
Only 10 donors provided funding for GAFSP since its inception, contributing less than $1.7 billion in total, 
with the United States counting for 42 percent of the initial pledge and $645 million, or 40 percent, of all 
contributions since 2009. 

The United States Government and other donors provide ample funding to support the same type of 
agricultural investments in poor countries through other mechanisms where there is evidence of impact 
and alignment with U.S. strategic priorities. 
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REDUCTION: SPECIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR THE TROUBLED ASSET RELIEF 
PROGRAM 

Department of the Treasury 

The Budget reduoes funding for the Special Inspector General for the Troubled Asset Relief Program 
(SIGTARP) by 50 peroent, commensurate with the wind-down of TARP programs. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

41 20 -21 

Funding for SIGTARP is reduoed, reflecting that less than one peroent of Treasury's TARP investments 
remain outstanding, nearly 80 peroent of Housing Finanoe Agency Hardest Hit Funds have been disbursed, 
and the application periods for the Federal Housing Administration Refinance program and Making Home 
Affordable initiative have ended. SIGTARP will retain aooess to mandatory funding provided in previous 
years that will help the offioe manage an orderly wind-down of its operations. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REDUCTION: CORPS OF ENGINEERS -AGENCY TOPLINE 
Corps of Engineers 

83 

The Budget for the Army Corps of Engineers civil works program (Corps) focuses on investments to 
maintain the performanoeof the key features of existing water resou roes infrastructure that the Corps owns 
and operates, and the navigation channels that serve the Nation's largest coastal ports. It also supports 
the construction of projects that would provide a high economic or environ mental return to the Nation or 
that address a significant risk to public safety. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

5,978 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

5,002 -976 

The Budget advanoes the three main missions of the Corps, which are commercial navigation, flood and 
storm damage reduction, and aquatic ecosystem restoration. It uses performance guidelines to ensure the 
best use of funds. The Budget gives priority to maintaining the performance of existing infrastructure over 
theconstructionof new projects. It provides$3.2 bi II ion for theoperationand mai ntenanoeprogram (including 
$142 mi Ilion in theM ississippi River and tributaries account) and $1.1 bill ion for the construction program 
(including $110 million in the Mississippi River and tributaries account). 
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REDUCTION: CATEGORICAL GRANTS 
Environmental Protection Agency 

The Environ mental Protection Agency (EPA) provides categorical grants to help fund Stateenvi ron mental 
program offices and activities. Many States have been delegated authority to implement and enforce Federal 
environ mental laws including the Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act, and Safe Drinking Water Act. The Budget 
proposes to reduce many of these grants and el im in ate others to better focus and prioritize en vi ron mental 
activities on core functions required by Federal environ mental laws. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

1,079 597 

EPA categorical grant funding is intended to help States meet Federal environmental law requirements 
and standards. The Budget proposes to eliminate or substantially reduce Federal investment in State 
environ mental activities that go beyond EPA's statutory requirements. States may be able to adjust to 
reduced funding levels by reducing or eliminating additional activities not required under Federal law, 
prioritizing programs, and seeking other funding sources including fees. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00095 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: ENERGY STAR AND VOLUNTARY CLIMATE PROGRAMS 
Environmental Protection Agency 

85 

The Budget eliminates funding for Energy Star and several other voluntary partnership programs related 
to energy and climate change. These programs are not essential to the En vi ron mental Protection Agency's 
(EPA) core mission and can be implemented by the private sector. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018 Change fra11 2017 

-66 

TheAdministration is committed to returning EPA to its core work. There is no need for EPA to administer 
voluntarypartnershipand oertificationprograms I ike Energy Star with taxpayer dollars, given the popularity 
and significant private benefits these programs provide to industry partners and consumers. Similar 
certification programs have been and continue to be sucoessfully administered by non-governmental entities 
like industry associations and consumer groups. 
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86 

REDUCTION: ENFORCEMENT 
Environmental Protection Agency 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

The Budget proposes to reduce the Environ mental Protection Agency's (EPA) environ mental enforcement 
activities. The reduction to EPA's Office of Enforcement and Com pi iance Assurance programs wi II allow 
the agency to re-focus enforcement priorities on programs that are not delegated to States and avoid 
duplication of effort in States with delegated enforcement authority. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

548 

Environmental enforcement is a shared effort between the Federal government and States to achieve a 
cleaner and healthier Nation. Many environ mental laws authorize this cooperative arrangement, where 
States may be delegated authority to implement Federal environmental laws and the EPA serves in an 
oversight role. The Budget allows the agency to maintain a core enforcement oversight role to ensure a 
consistent and effective program, but eli m inatesdupl ication of enforcement actions carried out by the States, 
and focuses Federal enforcement efforts in those States that do not have delegated authority. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: GEOGRAPHIC PROGRAMS 
Environmental Protection Agency 

87 

GeographicProgramsfund a variety of ecosystem protection activitieswithin specificwatersheds, including 
the Great Lakes, Chesapeake Bay, Puget Sound, and others. These activities are primarily local efforts and 
the responsibi I ity for coordinating and funding these efforts generally belongs with States and local 
partnerships. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

427 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

0 427 

Eliminating the Environmental Protection Agency's Geographic programs refocuses the agency on core 
national work. These programs perform local ecosystem protect ion and restoration activities, which are best 
handled by local and State entities. The Geographic Programs, including the Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative and the Chesapeake Bay Program, have received significant federal funding, coordination, and 
oversight to date. State and local groups are engaged and capable of taking on management of clean-up and 
restoration of these water bodies. 
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REDUCTION: RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
Environmental Protection Agency 

The Budget reconfigures and restructures the Environ mental Protection Agency's (EPA) activities in 
research and development to focus on research objectives that support statutory requirements. Extramural 
Science to Achieve Results (STAR) grants will not receive funding. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

483 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

249 -234 

As EPA shifts its programmatic resources to focus on core Agency responsibi I ities, the scientific research 
and development activities wi II also be reconfigured and restructured. At lower funding levels for the Office 
of Research and Development, the Agency would prioritize intramural research activities that are either 
related to statutory requirements or that support basic and early stage research and development activities 
in the environ mental and human health sciences. 
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REDUCTION: SUPERFUND 
Environmental Protection Agency 

89 

The Budget proposes to reduce funding for the Environ mental Protection Agency's (EPA) Hazardous 
Substance Superfund Account, focusing on reining in Superfund administrative costs and promoting 
efficiencies. The Budget proposes that EPA would optimize the use of existing settlement funds for sites 
where thosefundsexist and wi II look for ways to remove some of the barriers that have delayed the program's 
ability to return sites to the community. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

1,092 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

762 -330 

The Hazardous Substance Superfund Account funds the EPA's efforts to address the emergency release 
of hazardoussubstancesand the long-termcleanupof hazardouswastesites. The EPA relies on a combination 
of appropriated funds and settlements with responsible parties to perform its duties. There are 1,337 active 
sites on the National Priorities List (NPL) of the most hazardous sites in the nation, many of which have 
been on the NPL for decades. While a good portion of these sites include complex groundwater, soil, and 
sediment contamination, some are viewed as languishing since the indirect costs of administration have 
gone up. This Budget challenges the EPA to identify efficiencies in administrative costs and optimize the 
use of settlement funds for the cleanup actions at sites where those funds are avai I able. The Budget provides 
the opportunity for the agency to identify what barriers have been preventing sites from returning to 
communities and design solutions to overcome those barriers. 
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ELIMINATION: FIVE EARTH SCIENCE MISSIONS 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Due to competing priorities within the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) Science 
program, the Budget proposes to terminatefive Earth Science Missions: Radiation Budget Instrument (RBI), 
PACE, OC0-3, DSCOVR Earth-viewing instruments, CLARREO Pathfinder. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

191 0 -191 

The missions proposed for termination are lower-priority science missions that cannot be accommodated 
under constrained budgets. The proposed termination of these five missions restructures the NASA Earth 
science portfolio within the available budget in a way that causes the least impact to NASA's ability to 
execute a balanced, comprehensive Earth science program that meets the highest priorities of the science 
community. 

The RBI would have flown on a future weather satellite to make measurements of the Earth's reflected 
sunlight and emitted thermal radiation. Similar instruments flying now and planned for near-term launch 
wi II continue to provide continuity for the data record. Additionally, the instrument has experienced cost 
growth and technical challenges, as technological innovations for RBI have proven more difficult than 
anticipated to implement. 

DSCOVR, OC0-3, and PACE were not identified as high-priority NASA missions in the previous Earth 
ScienceDecadal Survey, which reflectsthesciencecommunity'sconsensusviewson Earth sciencespace-borne 
priorities. The DSCOVR Earth-viewing instruments (currently in space) provide images of the sunlit side 
of the Earth and measure the energy reflected and emitted from it. These instruments do not contribute to 
the core DSCOVR mission of providing measurements for space weather. OC0-3 would have investigated 
the distribution of carbon dioxide on Earth. These measurements are currently being taken by NASA's 
OC0-2 mission, and future measurements are planned by other nations. The PACE mission would have 
providedatmosphericaerosol measu rementsand ocean color measurements,someof which are being provided 
by existing U.S. and European satellites. 

The CLARREO Pathfinder mission would have demonstrated measurement technologies for a larger, 
more expensive, potential future miss ion focused on i mprovi ngdetectionof cl i matet rends. This demonstration 
mission is in the earliest stages of implementation and is eliminated to achieve cost savings. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: OFFICE OF EDUCATION 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

91 

The Budget terminates National Aeronautics and Space Administration's (NASA) Office of Education, 
which has experienced significant challenges in implementing a focused NASA-wide education strategy. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

115 37 -78 

The Office of Education has experienced significant challenges in implementing a focused NASA-wide 
education strategy, including challenges in providing oversight and integration of Agency-wide education 
activities. Comprehensive evaluations of major programs have not been conducted. Additionally, while 
output data (e.g., number of people funded, number of papers generated, number of events supported) has 
been tracked, outcome-related data demonstrating program effectiveness has been insufficient to assess the 
impact of the overall Office of Education portfolio. Given these challenges and current fiscal constraints, 
the Budget proposes to terminate this office and proposes $37 million for close-out costs. 
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REDUCTION: NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION, RESEARCH AND RELATED 
ACTIVITIES AND EDUCATION GRANTS 

National Science Foundation 

The Budget proposes a reduction of 11 percent to National Science Foundation (NSF) grant programs. 
The Congress authorized establishment of the NSF in 1950 "to promote the progress of science; to advance 
the national health, prosperity, and welfare; to secure the national defense ... " NSF is the funding source 
for approximately 24 percent of all federally supported basic research conducted by America's colleges and 
universities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

6,900 6,124 -776 

The reduction in NSF funding aligns with the Administration's goal to transfer funds across agencies in 
order to strengthen national security and public safety. Under this proposal, NSF wi II focus on new 
opportunities to position our Nation at the cutting edge of global science and engineering leadership and to 
invest in basic research that advances U.S. prosperity, security, health, and well-being. Through this 
proposal, NSF continues to invest in research infrastructure to enable transformative discoveries. The 
Budget proposes cuts to several programs that were increased during the last Administration, including 
funding for Clean Energy R&D, the Ocean Observatories Initiative, and Innovations at the Nexus of Food, 
Energy, and Water Services to focus on NSF's core research programs. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-001 03 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: CHEMICAL SAFETY BOARD 
Other Independent Agencies 

93 

The U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board (CSB) is proposed for elimination consistent 
with the Administration's efforts to close programs that are largely duplicative of other Agency efforts. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

11 9 -2 

CSB is an independent agency authorized by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, whose mission is 
to investigate accidents at chemical facilities to determine the conditions or circumstances that led to the 
accident. Congress intended CSB to be an investigative arm that is wholly independent of the rulemaking, 
inspection, and enforcement authorities of its partner agencies in making recommendations on actions that 
can be taken to prevent similar accidents from occurring in the future. Whi leCSB has donesomeoutstanding 
work on its investigations, more often than not, its overlap with other agency investigative authorities has 
generated unhelpful friction. In recent years, CSB's recommendations have also been focused on the need 
for greater regulation of industry, which has frustrated both regulators and industry. The pressure to tie 
investigations to management priorities culminated in whistleblower complaints that led to critical reports 
issued by both the Environmental Protection Agency Office of the Inspector General and the U.S. House of 
Representatives Oversight and Government Reform Committee. While CSB's new leadership is making 
progress on the previous management challenges, due to the duplicative nature of its work, the Budget 
recommends eliminating the agency. 
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ELIMINATION: CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY SERVICE 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Corporation for National and Community Servioe (CNCS) and to 
provide funding for the orderly shutdown of the Agency. Funding community servioe and subsidizing the 
operation of nonprofit organizations is outside the role of the Federal Government. To the extent these 
activities have value, they should be supported by the nonprofit and private sectors and not with Federal 
subsidies provided through the complex Federal grant structure run by CNCS. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

1,093 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

135 -958 

CNCS is a grant-making agency that funds servioe opportunities, promotes volunteering, and helps 
nonprofit organizations engage volunteers. Members funded through CNCS grants typically reoeivea living 
allowance and education award of over $5,000 for their servioe. While some of the programs supported by 
CNCS grants have demonstrated effectiveness, and CNCS has made progress in evaluating its programs, 
some of the Agency's programs struggle to measure and demonstrate their impact. In addition, the agency 
has struggled to effectively implementcomplex program requi rementsand has faoed significant management 
challenges. 

Funding community servioe and subsidizing the operation of non-profit organizations is outside the proper 
role of the Federal Government. Over 60 mi II ion Americans perform volunteer activities in their communities 
each year absent subsidies from the Federal Government, and would likely continue to do so after CNCS is 
eliminated.1 Programs currently funded by CNCS that demonstrate value should be able to compete 
sucoessfully for funding from individual donors and the nonprofit and private sectors. 

Citations 
1 Bureau of Labor Statistics: Volunteering in the United States- 2015, USDL-16-0363, (February 2016). 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-001 05 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 95 

ELIMINATION: CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to eliminate Federal funding for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting (CPB). 
CPB grants represent a small share of the total funding for the Public Broadcasting Servioe (PBS) and 
National Publ icRadio (NPR), which primarily rely on private donations to fund their operations. To conduct 
an orderly closeout of Federal funding, the Budget requests$30 million, which includes funding for personnel 
costs of $16.2 million, rental costs of $8.9 million, and other costs totaling $5.4 million. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraTI 2017 

484 30 454 

CPB provides grants to qualified public television and radio stations to be used at their discretion for 
purposes related to program production or acquisition, as well as for general operations. CPB also supports 
the production and acquisition of radio and television programs for national distribution. CPB funding 
comprises about 15 peroent of the total amount spent on public broadcasting, with the remainder coming 
from non-Federal sou roes, with many large stations raising an even greater share. This private fund raising 
has proven durable, negating the need for continued Federal subsidies. Servioes such as PBS and NPR, 
which reoeive funding from the CPB, could make up the shortfall by increasing revenues from corporate 
sponsors, foundations, and members. In addition, alternatives to PBS and NPR programming have grown 
substantially sinoe CPB was first established in 1967, greatly reducing the need for publicly funded 
programming options. 
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ELIMINATION: INSTITUTE OF MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes eliminating the Institute of Museum and Library Servioes (I M LS), which provides 
funding to museums and I ibrariesacross the country through formula and competitivegrant awards. I M LS's 
funding supplements local, State, and private funds, which provide the vast majority of funding to museums 
and libraries. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

230 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

23 -207 

I M LS provides funding to museums and I ibraries across the country through formula and competitive 
grant awards. I M LS provides $156 mi II ion in formula funds to State Library Administrative Agencies and 
administers several smaller competitive grant programs for I ibraries and museums that fund activities such 
as scholarships for I ibrarian training and digital resou roes to support educational, employment, and other 
training opportunities. I M LS's funding supplements local, State, and private funds, which provide the vast 
majority of funding to museums and I ibraries. Furthermore, given that I M LS primarily supports discrete, 
short-term projects as opposed to operation-sustaining funds, it is unlikely the elimination of I M LS would 
result in the closure of a significant number of libraries and museums. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATIONS 
Other Independent Agencies 

97 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the African Development Foundation (ADF) and the Inter-American 
Foundation (IAF) in order to stream I ine functions across Government. The funding included in the Budget 
reflects close-out costs for ADF and IAF, particularly to pay severance costs. No additional Federal funding 
will be needed in 2019 or beyond. The eliminations reflect the Administration's interest in maintaining 
overall discretionary fiscal discipline in a manner that emphasizes domestic needs over foreign assistance 
spending. 

African Developnent Foundation .... 

Inter-American Foundation ... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

30 8 -22 

22 5 -17 

ADF and IAF were first authorized over 30 years ago, but have both operated without an authorization 
since 1987. ADF and IAF serve niche missions providing small grants to African-owned and led enterprises 
(in the case of ADF) and to grassroots organizations in Latin America and the Caribbean (in the case of 
IAF), which are not critical to U.S. foreign policy and are potentially duplicative of other efforts in the 
non-profit and private sectors. While labeled as foundations, these organizations are actually Federal 
agencies that are among a panoply of duplicative development efforts funded by the Federal Government. 
For example, the United States also supports development assistance to both regions through the United 
States Agency for International Development, the Millennium Challenge Corporation, the African 
Development Bank, the Inter-American Development Bank, and the World Bank. In order to better 
concentrate funds for top development priorities and uti I ize scalable mechanisms to achieve significant 
impact, the Budget proposes eliminating Federal funding for both ADF and IAF. 
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98 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget seeks to end the one-size-fits-all model of providing legal servioes through a single Federal 
grant program, the Legal Servioes Corporation (LSC). This proposed elimination puts more control in the 
hands of State and local governments which better understand the needs of their communities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

384 33 -351 

This proposed elimination will encourage nonprofit organizations, businesses, law firms, and religious 
institutions to develop new models for providing legal aid, such as pro bono work, law school clinics, and 
innovative technologies. The proposal also puts more control in the hands of State and local governments 
which better understand the needs of their communities. Further, the LSC is not subject to the same 
accountability measures as other agencies, such as the Antideficiency Act and oertain public reporting 
requirements. The LSC's indefinite appropriation authorization expired in 1980. 
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ELIMINATION: NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to begin shutting down the National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) in 2018, given 
the notable funding support provided by private and other public sou roes and because the Administration 
does not consider NEA activities to be core Federal responsibilities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

148 29 -119 

Established in 1965, the NEA uses partnerships with State arts agencies, other Federal agencies, and 
the phi lanth ropicsector, to support arts learning, cultural heritage, and increasing acoess to the arts across 
the country. Forty peroent of NEA funding is provided directly to State arts counci Is, with the remaining 
distributed as grants to theaters, libraries, schools, and non-profit organizations. 

In 2014, NEA funding represented just four peroent of total pub I ic and private support for the arts in the 
United States. 
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100 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to begin shutting down the National Endowment for the Humanities (NEH) in 2018, 
given the other sources of funding for humanities and because the Administration does not consider the 
activities within this agency to be core Federal responsibilities. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017 CR 2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

148 42 -106 

Established in 1965, the NEH is intended to "serve and strengthen our Rep ubi ic by promoting excellence 
in the humanities and conveying the lessons of history to all Americans." Nearly 33 percent of NEH funding 
is provided directly to State humanities councils, with the remaining distributed as grants to individuals, 
universities, libraries, museums, and schools. 

Beyond Federal support, additional funding for humanities in the United States comes from private 
donations from individuals, corporations, and foundations. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATION: NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 
Other Independent Agencies 

101 

The Budget proposes to end Federal support for the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation (NRC), 
commonly known as NeighborWorks, a statutorily chartered non-profit that reoeives the vast majority of 
its funding from Federal funds. A strong return on these funds has not been documented. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

175 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

27 -148 

NRC supports a network of local housing and community development organizations through grants, 
managerial oversight, and training. NRC is not a unique provider of housing and community servioes, and 
has been unable to document with evaluative rigor that its Federal funding leads to higher performanoeor 
better outcomes compared to the work of similar organizations. NRC's performance measurement system 
is largely a collection of output indicators rather than strong housing and communitydevelopmentoutcomes. 
The production that members of the NRC network achieve comes largely from financial sou roes other than 
NRC. 1 Further, NRC has been unable to produoe rigorous statistical evidenoe to link the provision of NRC's 
funding and technical support with improved outcomes. 

The last year that NRC had an authorization for appropriations was 1994. 

Citations 
1 Less than 2 percent of the network's investments come from NRC's Federal funds. NeighborWorks: Community 

Report, http:! lwww.neighborworks.org/ About-Us/Community-Report, (retrieved May 8, 2017). 
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ELIMINATION: OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes ceasing new business operations and initiating the wind-down of the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation (OPIC)starting in 2018 to reduce unnecessary Federal interventions that 
distort the free market. The wind-down of OPIC is also consistent with the President's commitment to focus 
less overseas and moredomestically,and wi II achievesavings in OPIC's admi nistrativeand subsidy expenses. 
In addition to the Budget request for $61 m iII ion in budget authority to support wind-down costs, OPIC wi II 
also collect $367 million in offsetting collections from loans, loan guarantees, and risk insurance activities 
executed in 2017 and prior years. 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Budget .Authority: Adninistrative Expenses and Sutsidy .................................................... . 

Memo: Offsetting Collections [Non-Add] ............................................................................. . 

Justification 

2017CR 

83 

-519 

2018 Request 

61 

-'?RJ7 

2018 Change from 2017 

-22 

152 

OPIC, which providesfinancingand political risk insurance to help American businesses invest in emerging 
markets, is not currently authorized beyond 2017. Development Finance Institutions (DFis) like OPIC can 
at times displace the private sector, particularly in emerging and developing markets that have active 
international finance firms or domestic financial institutions capable of providing similar financing. While 
the Administration wants U.S. businesses to invest in emerging markets to grow their businesses and create 
American jobs, private sector financing is often avai I able. 

OPIC has not had a stand-alone authorization bill since 2008; instead, Congress has extended OPIC's 
authorization annually via appropriations. This has allowed OPIC to operate for nearly 10 years without 
any changes by its authorizers,avoidingsignificant reforms that may haveaddressedsomeof these challenges 
while OPIC's portfolio continued to expand. 

Due to OPIC's outstanding $22 bill ion portfolio and the long-term nature of some OPIC transactions, 
OPIC cannot be eliminated immediately without putting taxpayer dollars at risk. While the Budget would 
not support any new OPIC transactions starting in 2018, the Budget would support significantly reduced 
OPIC staff to monitor and maintain OPIC's existing portfolio, allowing for repayments to be collected and 
minimizing the risk to the taxpayer from OPIC's outstanding exposure. 
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ELl M INA T I 0 N: REG I 0 NAL COM MISS I 0 N S 
Other Independent Agencies 

103 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Appalachian Regional Commission, the Delta Regional Authority, 
the Denali Commission, and the Northern Border Regional Commission, providing funding only for the 
orderly closure of the Agencies. The Budget restores control over community and economic development 
efforts to State and local governments and private entities. 

Appalachian Regional Commission .................... . 

Delta Regional .Authority 

Denali Commission .... 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

Northern Border Regional Commission .............................................................................. . 

Justification 

2017CR 

146 

25 

15 

8 

2018 Request 

27 

3 

7 

2018 Change from 2017 

-119 

-22 

-8 

-7 

TheAppalachianRegional Commission(ARC), the Delta Regional Authority(DRA), the Denali Commission 
and the f'Jorthern Border Regional Commission (f'JBRC) are independent agencies that avJard Federal grants 
for regional development. The proposed elimination of the regional commissions reflects the need to reduce 
unnecessary Federal spending and streamline the Federal Government's role, whileencouraging States and 
localities to partner with the private sector to develop locally-tailored solutions to local problems. 

In addition, the value or efficacy of certain regional commissions is undermined by the following: 1) A 
Government Accountability Office report issued over 30 years after the ARC's inception was unable to find 
any studies establishing a strong causal link between ARC grants and overall positive economic impact;1 

2) The rationale for a unique and additional Federal subsidy to Alaska is difficult to justify given that the 
State of Alaska's oi I revenues allow it to pay an annual dividend ($1 ,022 in 2016) to each of its residents;2 

3) NBRC member States have declined to contribute their share of funding for the Commission's operating 
expenses, despite a statutory requirement to do so, established by the Congress as part of the Agency's 
operating structure.3

·
4 

Citations 
1 Government Accountability Office: Economic Development: Limited Information Exists on the Impact of Assistance 

Provided by Three Agencies, GAO-RCED-96-103, (April 1996). 

2 State of Alaska Department of Revenue: Permanent Fund Dividend Division, Annual Report 2016, (2016). 

3 Northern Border Regional Commission: 2016 Annual Report, Financial Statements, p. 34, (2016). 

4 40 U.S.C. 15304(c). 
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ELIMINATION: U.S INSTITUTE OF PEACE 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to eliminate earmarked Federal funding for the United States Institute of Peace 
(USIP), given it serves a niche mission that duplicates other Federal programs. The funding included in 
the Budget reflects close-out costs for USIP, particularly to pay severance costs. No additional Federal 
funding will be needed in 2019 or beyond. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

35 

2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

19 -16 

Congress created USIP as an independent, non-profit corporation in 1984, but USIP's authorization for 
appropriations expired in 2015. Even with an authorization, it is highly unusual for an independent 
organization to receive a direct appropriation without Executive Branch oversight. The Administration is 
seeking to end funding for organizations that may effectively serve niche miss ions, but which are not critical 
to the conduct of U.S. foreign pol icy, and which duplicate the efforts of other Federal programs or the 
non-profit and private sectors. Consistent with these efforts to streamline functions and close programs 
across Government, the Budget proposes to eliminate Federal funding for USIP. 
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ELIMINATION: U.S. TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to eliminate funding for the U.S. Trade and Development Agency (TDA), given its 
mission is more appropriately served by the private sector. The Administration's request of $12 mi II ion will 
allow TDA to conduct an orderly closeout of the agency beginning in 2018, which includes sufficient funding 
for personnel, rent, program, and other closeout costs. No additional funding will be needed in 2019 and 
beyond. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 2018 Request 2018 Change from 2017 

60 12 -48 

TDA's dual mission is to support U.S. exports and jobs, while advancing infrastructure development in 
developing and middle-income countries. Its main programmatic focus is to support U.S. private sector 
participation in infrastructure projects in middle-income countries. However, many of these projects would 
I i kely prooeed without TDA support and could thus be supported by the private sector without Government 
involvement. While the Administration wants U.S. businesses to invest in emerging markets to grow their 
businesses and create American jobs, these businesses have incentive to invest and should rely on private 
sector financing. In general, the United States should not providetaxpayersubsidiesexoept in raresituations, 
such as when I i mited support is needed to offset i nappropriatesubsidies that disadvantage U.S. businesses. 
In fact, supporti ngselect U.S. busi nessesover others puts the Government in the business of picking winners 
and losers, potentially distorting the free market. 
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ELIMINATION: WOODROW WILSON INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR SCHOLARS 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to eliminate activities supported through Federal appropriations at the Woodrow 
Wilson International Center for Scholars (Center), given these activities can be supported through private 
fund raising and the Administration does not consider them to be core Federal responsibilities. To conduct 
an orderly closeout of federally funded operations, the Budget requests $7.5 million in 2018. 

Budget .Authority .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2017CR 

11 

2018 Request 2018 Change fraT! 2017 

7 -4 

The Center's miss ion is to be a nonpartisan pol icy forum and independent research institute for tack I ing 
global issues, and serves as theofficialliving memorial for PresidentWoodrowWi lson. Federal appropriations 
representapproxi matelyone-thi rdof total funding for the Center, which primarily rei ieson privatedonations 
for operations. 

As a "I iving memorial," the Center works to achieve its mission by serving as a non-partisan pol icy forum, 
conducting independent research, and providing open dialogue for informing the policy community. This is 
achieved, in part, by hosting over 120 fellows from around the world each year who, along with staff, conduct 
research on pol icy issues confronting the United States, host public meetings and events, and undertake a 
wide-range of outreach activities. 
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ELIMINATE ALLOCATIONS TO THE HOUSING TRUST FUND AND CAPITAL MAGNET 
FUND 

Multi-Agency 

The Budget proposes to eliminate funding for the Housing Trust Fund and Capital Magnet Fund, two 
programs that provide Federal funding for affordable low-income housing. The Budget recognizes a greater 
role for State and local governments and the private sector in addressing affordable housing needs. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -194 -104 -177 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-247 -321 -335 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-348 -'?RJ7 -375 -378 -1,043 -2,846 

The Housing Trust Fund, managed by the Department of Housing and Urban Development, provides 
grants to States to i ncreaseand preserve the supply of affordable housing pri mari lyfor extremely low-income 
families. The Capital Magnet Fund, managed by the Department of the Treasury's Community Development 
Financial Institutions (CDFI) Fund, provides grants to CDFis and nonprofit housing organizations that are 
ieveraged to finance affordabie housing and reiated economicdeveiopment activities. Originaiiyestabiished 
by the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 with dedicated funding from Fannie Mae and Freddie 
Mac assessments, a total of $627 m iII ion has been allocated to the funds si nee 2016. 

Housing for low-incomefamilies is currently funded by multiplefunding sources, including Federal, State, 
and local governments, as well as the private and nonprofit sectors. The result is a fragmented system with 
varying rules and regulations that create overlap and inefficiencies, as well as challenges to measuring 
collective performance.1 The Budget would devolve some affordable housing activities to State and local 
governments who are better positioned to comprehensively address the array of unique market challenges, 
local policies, and impediments that lead to housing affordability problems. 

Citations 
1 Government Accountability Office: Affordable Rental Housing: Assistance Is Provided by Federal, State, and Local 

Programs, but There Is Incomplete Information on Collective Performance. GA0-15-645, (September 2015). 
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REDUCE IMPROPER PAYMENTS AND OTHER PROGRAM INTEGRITY 
Multi-Agency 

By 2027, the Budget proposes to curtai I Government-wide improper payments by half through actions to 
improve payment accuracy and tighten administrative controls. 

2018 2019 2020 

Redu::e lrrproper Payments 0 -719 -1,482 Goverrment-wide ... 

arHER PRCX3R.MA -167 469 -1,005 INTEGRITY, TOfAL .... 

Unemployment Insurance 
Program Integrity -94 -215 -251 
Package ... 

Reemployment Services and 0 -S8 -541 Eligibility Assessmen1s .... 

ln::rease oversight of paid tax -14 -31 -35 return preparers .... 

Provide more flexitje authority 
for the IRS to address -30 -61 -64 
correctable errors .... 

Hold Fraud Facilitators Liable 0 0 -1 for Overpaymen1s .... 

GovernmentWdeUse ofCBP 
Entry/Exit Data to Prevent 0 0 -1 
Improper Payment .... 

AI ION SSAto Use Commercial 
Databases to Verify Real -12 -28 44 Property Data in the SSI 
Program ... 

ln::rease the Overpayment 
Collection Threshold for .s -26 43 
OASDI. .. 

.Authorize SSA to Use All 
Collection Tools to Recover 0 -2 -2 Funds in Certain 
Scenarios ... 

Exclude SSA deb1s fran -9 -18 -23 discharge in bankruptcy .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

-2,383 4,288 4,549 

-1,064 -1,061 -962 

-249 -243 -211 

-562 -522 411 

-38 42 47 

-65 -67 -70 

-1 -1 -1 

-5 -11 -20 

-53 -60 -69 

-59 -77 -93 

-3 4 4 

-29 -34 -38 

2024 

-9,652 

-1,034 

-253 

413 

-50 

-71 

-1 

-26 

-70 

-107 

-5 

-38 

2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-20,480 -38,024 -57,633 .S,872 -139,210 

-1,151 -1,186 -1,225 -3,766 -9,324 

-249 -241 -228 -1,052 -2,234 

493 499 -519 -1,713 4,048 

-55 -61 -S8 -160 439 

-74 -76 -77 -287 -655 

-1 -1 -1 -3 .s 

-31 40 43 -17 -177 

-68 -76 -79 -197 -559 

-135 -144 -156 -213 -648 

-5 -5 -11 -11 41 

40 43 45 -113 -315 

The estimated Government-wide improper payment rate and dollar amount are intolerable. In 2016, the 
improper payment dollar estimate reached an all-time high of $144 bi II ion and a rate of 4.67 peroent. Even 
though 95 peroent of all Federal Government payments are made properly, any waste of taxpayer money is 
unacoeptable. As a steward of taxpayer dollars, it is the responsibi I ity of the United States Government to 
execute its financial transactions in an efficient and prudent manner. Central to this is a particular focus 
on preventing and reducing improper payments and fraud. 

An improper payment is any payment that was made to the wrong person, at the wrong time, or for the 
wrong amount, potentially resulting in a monetary loss to the Government. Generally, improper payments 
are caused by administrative or processing errors, the inability to authenticate recipient eligibility, or 
insufficient documentation to determine whether the payment was proper. Improper payments may be the 
result of fraud when one party intentionally makes a false claim to reoeive a Government benefit. 
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For the past few years, both the amount of improper payments reported and the rate have been rising. 
At thesametime, Agencies have been recoveringapproximately$20 bi Ilion in overpayments through payment 
recapture audits and other methods. 

Although approximately 120 programs contributed to the Government-wide improper payment estimation 
in 2016, five programs aocount for approximately 80 peroent of the Government-wide estimate. Executive 
Branch Agencies have ongoing interactionswith their I nspectorsGeneral and the GovernmentAocountabi I ity 
Offioe to improve payment integrity, with a specific focus on these five programs. 

While some of the increase in improper payment can be attributed to improved reporting, the Budget 
proposes savings associated with the President's promise to crack down on improper payments. There is 
compel I ing evidenoe that investments in administrative resou roes can significantly decrease the rate of 
improper payments and recoup many times their initial investment. 

The Budget proposes to make significant investments in activities that ensure that taxpayer dollars are 
spent for purposes for which they were intended. By 2027, the Budget proposes to reduoe Government-wide 
improper payments by half through actions to improve payment accuracy and tighten admi nistrativecontrols. 

It is important to keep in mind that not all improper payments are fraudulent or represent a loss to the 
Government. The Budget prioritizes reducing the amount of improper payments that represent cash out 
the door. Addressing these types of improper payments is a oentral component of the Administration's 
overall efforts to eliminate waste, fraud, and abuse and cut the improper payment in half by 2027. 

Combating improper payments within the Federal Government is a top priority for this Administration. 
This Administration wil I explore new and groundbreakingways to address the problem. Additional program 
integrity and improper payment proposals are found in the Budget Prooess chapter in the Analytical 
Perspectives volume. 
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REFORM FEDERAL DISABILITY PROGRAMS 
Multi-Agency 

The Budget proposes to evaluate creative and effective ways to promote greater labor force participation 
(LFP) of people with disabilities by expanding demonstration authority that allows the Administration to 
test new program rules and requires mandatory participation by program applicants and beneficiaries. An 
expert panel will identify specific changes to program rules that would increase LFP and reduce program 
participation, informed by successful demonstration results and other evidence. This reform proposal is 
accompanied by other smaller reforms to address inequities in the system and close loopholes that make 
the program more susceptible to fraud. 

2018 2019 

Test retv approaches and 100 100 reform Disability Prograrrs .... 

Redu:e 12 month retroactive -113 -643 Dl benefits to 6 months .... 

Create sliding scale for -743 -827 
mu~i-recipient SSI families .... 

Oiiset overiapping 
unemployment and disability 0 -58 
payments ... 

Reinstate the reconsideration 0 71 review stage in 10 states .... 

Eliminate \1\.brkers 
Compensation Reverse 0 -3 
Oiiset... 

Create a probationary period 
for Administrative Law Judges 0 0 
(Al.Js) ... 

Total. .. -756 -1,360 

Justification 

2020 

100 

-797 

-861 

-249 

-10 

-8 

0 

-1,825 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

100 100 -2,494 

-951 -1,043 -1,112 

.re2 -956 -906 

-329 -324 -319 

-59 -526 -246 

-12 -16 -19 

0 0 0 

-2,133 -2,765 -5,096 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-5,069 -9,332 -13,809 -18,627 500 -48,831 

-1,191 -1,272 -1,349 -1,430 -3,547 -9,901 

.re2 -955 -979 -1,002 4,269 -8,973 

-323 -323 -296 -317 -960 -2,538 

-263 -305 -354 -376 -524 -2,068 

-22 -25 -28 -31 -39 -164 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

-7,730 -12,212 -16,815 -21,783 -8,839 -72,475 

Reform Disability Programs. Currently,peoplewith disabil itieshave low rates of LFP-20percent-which 
is less than a thi id of the LFP iate of the oveiall wmking age population. Theie is a common expectation 
that receipt of disability insurance benefits results in a permanent exit from the labor force. The Budget 
challenges this assumption by evaluating alternative program designs that will help individuals with 
disabi I itiesremain attached to the labor force and i ndividualswith temporarywork disabi I itiesretu rn-to-work. 

As part of this reform effort, the Administration would call on the Congress to establish an expert panel 
that would identifyspecificchanges to program rules that increase LFP and reduce participation on disabi I ity 
programs based on the results of successful demonstrations and other evidence. This panel would be 
responsiblefor making recommendations to reduce participation levels that would be directly tied to reaching 
a 5 percent reduction in Disabi I ity I nsu ranee (D I) and Supplemental Security Income (SSI) projected outlays 
by 2027. 

To maximize the potential of success, theAdministrationwould simultaneouslytest a variety of strategies. 
The Administration is calling on the Congress to mandate participation by applicants and program 
beneficiaries in these projects including: 

1) Test "time limited benefits" for beneficiaries for a period when they would be more likely to return to 
work; 
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2) Require applicants to engage in job-seeking activities before their application is considered; 

3) Push existing State vocational rehabi I itation offices to intervene earlier with individuals on a track to 
end up on Dl; 

4) Replicate welfare-to-work strategies in State TANF offices to provide well ness care and vocational 
services to welfare applicants that cannot work due to a short-term or uncontrolled health condition; and 

5) Mandate that lower back pain and arthritis sufferers engage in rehabilitation traditionally used in 
occupational health treatment services before receiving benefits. 

On a separate track, the Office of Disability Employment Pol icy (ODEP) at the Department of Labor would 
lead the implementation of a demonstration project to test the effectiveness of Washington State's Centers 
of Occupational Health and Education (COHE) program to improve labor force participation and attachment 
of individuals with temporary injuries and disabilities. While COHE is focused on workers' compensation 
related injuries, the demonstration wi II test the effects of implementing key features of the model in other 
States or municipalities, and/or for a broader population beyond workers' compensation. Some of the key 
features include care and service coordination, population screening and monitoring, increased acoess and 
targeted vocation a I rehabi I i tat ion and work supports, workplace accommodations, and technical assistance 
to healthcare providers and employers. 

Reduce 12 month retroactive Dl benefits to six months. New Dl beneficiaries are eligible for up 
to 12 months of benefits before the date of their application, depending upon the date they became disabled. 
This proposal would reduce retroactivity for disabled workers, which is the same pol icy already in effect for 
individuals receiving retirement benefits. This proposal will not modify retroactivity for Medicareeligibility. 

Create sliding scale for multi-recipient SSI families. Currently, families receive an equal amount 
for each SSI child recipient. However, economies of scale in some types of consumption -housing, in 
particular- reduces per capita I iving expenses and therefore means that two children generally do not need 
twice the income as one child. Federal poverty guidelines and other means-tested benefits take into account 
these efficiencies. The Budget proposes to create a sliding scale for SSI disabi I ity benefits that considers 
the number of additional family recipients. It would keep the maximum benefit for one recipient the same 
as in current law but reduce benefits for additional recipients in the same family. 

Offset overlapping unemployment and disability payments. The Budget proposes to close a loophole 
that allows individuals to receive Unemployment Insurance (UI) and Dl for the same period of joblessness. 
The proposal would offset the Dl benefit to account for concurrent receipt of U I benefits. Under current 
law, concurrent receipt of Dl benefits and unemployment compensation is allowable. U I is intended to 
compensate individuals for short-term bouts of unemployment while they look to return to work while Dl 
is intended to compensate individuals who cannot return to work on a long-term basis due to a disabi I ity, 
allowing double dipping that is unnecessary and wasteful. 

Reinstate the reconsideration review application stage in 10 States. The Budget proposes 
reinstating reconsideration in 10 States, conforming these States with the practices used in the rest of the 
Nation. This reform requires a second review by the State Disability Determination Services (DDS) before 
an appeal goes to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ). Other States already require disability applicants 
to have their claim "reconsidered" before they can appeal to an ALJ. 

Eliminate Workers' Compensation (WC) Reverse Offset. The Budget proposes to eliminate reverse 
offsets in 15 States where WC benefits are offset instead of Dl benefits. Currently, in most States, the 
combination of benefits from WC and Dl is I imited to 80 percent of the recipient's earnings before they were 
disabled. If necessary, D I benefits are usually offset to meet the I i mit. However, 15 States currently reduce 
the benefit from WC rather than Dl in order to achieve the 80 percent limit, creating an unjustified inequity 
across States. This option would eliminate the reverse offsets in these States. 

Create a probationary period for Administrative Law Judges. The Budget proposes to create a 
probationary period for ALJs. This option would create a one-year probationary period, similar to the Senior 
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Executive Service, to ensure an ALJ is performing at a satisfactory level. Following the one-year probation, 
the ALJ would convert to a lifetime appointment. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001500-00123 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 113 

REFORM FINANCIAL REGULATION AND PREVENT TAXPAYER-FUNDED BAILOUTS 
Multi-Agency 

As directed in the Executive Order on Core Principles for Regulating the United States Financial System 
issued on February 3, 2017 (Core Principles EO), the Secretary of the Treasury, with the heads of the member 
agencies of the Financial Stability Oversight Council, is reviewing the extent to which existing laws, 
regulations and other Government policies promote or inhibit these Core Principles. While exact savings 
will be subject to the review's outcome, the Budget includes $35 billion in anticipated savings to be realized 
through reforms that prevent bailouts, foster vibrant financial markets, and reverse burdensome regulations 
that hinder financial innovation and reduoe acoess to credit for American families. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 -2,400 -3,000 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-3,400 4,300 4,400 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

4,300 4,300 4,400 4,500 -13,100 -35,000 

The Department of the Treasury's review will I i kely result in proposals that will providesignificantsavings 
to the Fedeial Govemment. Tieasuiy's iecommended legal, iegulatmy, and pol icy changes aie expected to 
complement efforts to reverse regulatory exoesses mandated by the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act (the Dodd-Frank Act). Savings resulting from Treasury's review are notionally 
valued at $35 bi II ion, though the final amount is contingent upon reforms recommended in Treasury's reports 
to the President. Sinoe enactment of the Dodd-Frank Act, Treasury and the Federal financial and banking 
regulatory Agencies have expended substantial Government resou roes on generating hundredsof regulations 
that impose a significant burden on small businesses, stifle financial innovation, and curtail Americans' 
acoess to credit. 
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REFORM THE MEDICAL LIABILITY SYSTEM 
Multi-Agency 

The Budget proposes to reform medical liability beginning in 2018. The reforms are expected to reduce 
healthcare costs and health insurance premiums by reducing medical liability insurance premiums and 
defensivemedicine. Under this proposal, Federal health program costswoulddecrease(includingin Medicare, 
Medicaid, Exchange subsidies, and the Federal Employee Health Benefits Program) and taxable income 
and payroll tax receipts would increase. 

2018 2019 

Proposed Change from -179 -1,097 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2020 

-1,928 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-3,308 4,827 -6,541 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-6,082 -9,114 -9,642 -10,295 -11,339 -55,013 

The current medical I iabi lity system does not work for patients or providers, nor does it promote high 
quality, evidence-based care. Providers practice with a threat of potentially frivolous lawsuits, and injured 
patients often do not receive just compensation for their injuries. The Budget proposes to reform medical 
I iabi lity and ieduce defensive medicine beginning in 2018 by implementing a set of pmvisions to ieduce the 
number of high dollar awards, limit liability, reduce provider burden, promote evidence-based practices, 
and strengthen the physician-patient relationship. Specifically, the Budget's proposals include, among 
others: a cap on non-economic damage awards of $250,000 (increasing with inflation over time); a three-year 
statuteof I i m itations,allowingcourts to modify attorney's fee arrangements,allowi ngevidenceof a claimant's 
income from other sources (e.g., workers' compensation, auto insurance) to be introduced at trial, creating 
a safe harbor for cl i niciansfollowi ngevidence-basedcl inical practiceguidel ines;and authorizing the Secretary 
to provide guidance to States to create expert panels and administrative health care tribunals to review 
medical liability cases. These proposals align with the Administration's priorities for reforming the health 
system. 
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REPEAL AND REPLACE OBAMACARE 
Multi-Agency 

115 

The Budget includes $250 billion in deficit savings associated with health care reform as part of the 
President's commitment to rescue Americans from the failures of Obamacare and to expand choice, increase 
acoess, and lower premiums. The Administration applauds the House's passage of the American Health 
Care Act, which will removeObamacare'sburden and put in place a responsible replacement. The President 
is committed to working with the Congress to pass real health care reform that will benefit all Americans. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 25,000 30,000 -5,000 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-30,000 -35,000 40,000 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

40,000 -50,000 -50,000 -55,000 -15,000 -250,000 

Across the Nation, Obamacare is failing the American people, delivering high costs, few options, and 
broken promises. Americans across the Nation have seen their health insurance choices collapse under 
Obamacare, leaving an increasing number attempting to buy health insurance through the Obamacare 
Exchanges with only one insuiei. 

Without competition among insurers, Americans have been forced to buy increasingly unaffordable 
coverage, with premiums spiraling out of control. Obamacare premiums in some States have increased by 
double and triple digits. For example, premiums for Exchange plans in Arizona went up by 116 percent in 
2016. 

Meanwhile, American businesses have been suffering under the hundredsof bi II ions in taxes that financed 
Obamacare, which are a drain on the American economy as well as ordinary families. 

Obamacare is a disaster and must be repealed. Mandating every American to buy Government-approved 
health insurance was never the right solution for our country. Americans should have the freedom to make 
the decisions that are right for them and their families, and should have more choices and acoess to the 
health care they want and deserve. 

The President supports a repeal and replace approach that improves ~v1edicaid'ssustainabi! ity and targets 
resources to those most in need, eliminates Obamacare's onerous taxes and mandates, provides funding for 
States to stabilize markets and ensure a smooth transition away from Obamacare, and helps Americans 
purchase the coverage they want through the use of tax credits and expanded Health Savings Accounts. 
This approach sets a foundation for a patient-centered health care system where Americans will have more 
choices, lower premiums, and greater acoess to different insurance options. 
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SPECTRUM AUCTIONS 
Multi-Agency 
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The Budget proposes to extend the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) authority to conduct 
auctions. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 0 -300 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-300 0 0 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 0 -6,000 -600 -6,600 

The Spectrum Pipeline Act of 2015 ("Act") requires the auction of 30 M Hz of spectrum below 6 GHz by 
2024, and extends the FCC's auction authority allowing for such auctions. Based on ongoing research 
authorized through the Act, the Administration anticipates that additional spectrum assignments will be 
made available for auction. As a result, the Budget proposes to extend the FCC's authority to conduct 
auctions to make any additional spectrum identified avai I able for commercial use. Auction proceeds are 
expected to exceed $6 billion through 2027. 
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AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE USER FEE 
Department of Agriculture 

117 

The Administration proposes establishing an Agricultural Marketing Servioe (AMS) user fee to cover the 
full costs of the Agency's oversight of Marketing Orders and Agreements. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -20 -20 -20 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-20 -20 -20 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-20 -20 -20 -20 -100 -200 

Marketing Orders and Agreements are initiated by industry to help provide stable markets, and are 
tailored to the specific industry's needs. For example, milk Marketing Orders help assure a minimum prioe 
for dairy products, while Marketing Orders and Agreements for fruits, vegetables, and other specialty crops 
help control supply and ensure that produoe on the market maintains high-quality standards. AMS is 
authorized only to provide oversight of Marketing Orders and Agreements. AMS oversight responsibilities 
range from reviewing applications for new orders and holding hearings on proposals, to publishing Federal 
Registei notioes establishing new agieements. The industiies that substantially benefit fmm Maiketing 
Orders and Agreements should pay for the oversight of these programs. 
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AN I MAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE USER FEE 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes establishing three new Ani mal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) user 
fees to offset costs related to 1) enforcement of the Animal Welfare Act; 2) regulation of biotechnology derived 
products; and 3) regulation of veterinary biologics products. The fees would cover costs related to licenses, 
registration, and authorization for regulated entities. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -20 -20 -20 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-20 -20 -20 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-20 -20 -20 -20 -100 -200 

Under the authority of the Animal Welfare Act (AWA), APHIS conducts activities designed to ensure the 
humane care and treatment of certain animals bred for commercial sale, used in research, transported 
commerciallyor exhibited to the pub I ic. These activities include I icensing, registering, and i nspectingcertain 
establishments to ensure com pi iance with the AWA. APHIS would charge entities for the costs associated 
with I icensing and iegistiation. 

Under the authority of the Plant Protection Act, APHIS regulates the introduction-meaning the 
importation, interstate movement, and field-testing-of organisms derived through biotechnology that may 
pose a plant pest risk. After careful review, APHIS may issue a permit or notification to allow entities to 
conduct these specific activities, and conduct the necessary oversight to ensure compliance. APHIS would 
charge an application fee from entities seeking authorization for the introduction of biotechnology derived 
products. 

Under the authority of the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act, APHIS regulates veterinary biologics (vaccines, 
bacterins, antisera, diagnostic kits, and other products of biological origin) to ensure that those products 
produced in or imported into the United States are not "worthless, contaminated, dangerous, or harmful." 
APHIS' licensing activities allow manufacturers to market their products. APHIS would charge a I icensing 
fee to manufacturers of veterinary biologics. 
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ELIMINATE INTEREST PAYMENTS TO ELECTRIC AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
UTILITIES 

Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the interest accrual on future deposits in the Rural Utilities Service 
borrowers'cushionofcreditaccounts. The program is unnecessarysince rural electricand telecommunications 
cooperatives can find comparable investment options in the private sector. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -131 -136 -136 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-140 -142 -137 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-138 -139 -139 -139 .fj85 -1,377 

The cushion of credit program was authorized in 1987 as part of an omnibus reconciliation package. It 
set up a program to encourage rural electric and telecommunicationsborrowers to repay their Rural Uti I ities 
Service (RUS) debt. Under the program, borrowers make voluntary deposits into cushion of credit accounts 
and use thosedepositsto make their scheduled paymentson loans made or guaranteed by RUS. The borrower 
earns interest on these deposits at a rate of five percent. Rurai eiectric and teiecommunications uti i ity 
borrowers do not need these unique interest payments to guarantee loan repayment, especially when the 
private sector offers comparable investment options. 
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ELIMINATE THE RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the interest accrual on future deposits in the Rural Utilities Service 
borrowers' cushion of credit accounts, including the interest that is paid to the Rural Economic Development 
Grant account to pay for rural economic grants and loans. This change is consistent with other Budget 
proposals that eliminate rural business programs. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from .Q -154 -158 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-159 0 0 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 0 0 477 477 

Year after year, the Government Accountabi I ity Office includes the Rural Business & Cooperative Service 
(RBS) in its annual report on fragmentation, overlap, and duplication, and the Department of Agriculture's 
(USDA) Inspector General found two of the Agency's largest loan and grant programs to be improperly 
managed. RBS programs lack program evaluation, so it has not been possible to assess program impact. 
USDA has not been able to demonstiate that these piogiams meet the bmadei goals of ieducing iuial 
poverty, out-migration, or unemployment. 

The Administration's tax, regulatory, and infrastructure policies are expected to be more effective at 
improving rural economies and job growth. 
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FARM BILL SAVINGS 
Department of Agriculture 

121 

The Budget proposes to use means testing to target assistance to those that need it most, and to eliminate 
programs that have not demonstrated outcomes or are not a Federal responsibi I ity. Specifically, the Budget 
proposes to: target commodity assistance, crop insu rancesubsidies, and conservation assistance to producers 
that have an Adjusted Gross Income (AGI) of $500,000 or less; I imit each farmer or entity to $40,000 in crop 
insurance premium subsidies; eliminate the ability for producers to purchase subsidized insurance that 
insures their crops at the higher of the price projected at planting, or that at harvest; eliminate funding for 
a number of programs for which there is no Federal purpose; and better target conservation funding to the 
most sensitive agricultural land. 

2018 2019 2020 

$40KO"op Insurance Premium 0 -1,552 -1,620 Sul:sidy Limit.... 

$500KAGI Eligibility Limit.... -72 -94 -112 

EliminateHarvest Price Option 0 -1,212 -1,251 for Crop Insurance .... 

streamline Conservation .... -84 -210 -272 

Eliminate Small Programs .... -111 -304 -313 

Total ... -267 -3,372 -3,568 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

-1,815 -1,826 -1,845 

-113 -113 -112 

-1,314 -1,325 -1,335 

-319 402 -560 

-339 -335 -335 

-3,900 4,001 4,188 

2024 

-1,856 

-113 

-1,353 

-716 

-335 

4,373 

2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,885 -1,897 -1,920 -6,813 -16,216 

-113 -114 -117 -504 -1,073 

-1,365 -1,378 -1,390 -5,102 -11,923 

-886 -1,072 -1,234 -1,287 -5,755 

-335 -335 -335 -1,402 -3,077 

4,584 4,797 4,996 -15,108 -38,046 

The Budget proposes toel iminate premium subsidies and commodity payments for farmers with Adjusted 
Gross Incomes over $500,000. It is hard to justify to hardworking taxpayers why the Federal Government 
should provide assistance to wealthy farmers with incomes over a half mill ion dollars. Doing so undermines 
the credibi I ity and purpose of farm programs. In 2013 (a year of record-high farm income), only 2.1 percent 
of farmers had Adjusted Gross Incomes over $500,000. 

The Budget proposes to limit farmers to $40,000 in premium subsidies. Setting a limit on premium 
subsidies for crop insurance is consistent with how commodity payments are treated, and will reduce the 
generous Federal subsidies that this program has been providing. In 2011,26 farm businesses benefitted 
from $1 million in premium subsidies, and more than 10,000 received more than $100,000 in premium 
subsidies. According to a 2012 GovernmentAccountabilityOffice (GAO) study, had such a limit been applied 
in 2011, it would have affected up to 3.9 percent of all participating farmers, who accounted for about 
one-third of all premium subsidies and were primarily associated with large farms. 

The subsidy the Government currently provides farmers averages 62 percent of their crop insurance 
premiums, with no limit to the amount of subsidy any farmer can receive. It is no longer necessary to provide 
unlimited subsidies for crop insurance premium payments. The majority of farmers participating in crop 
insurance are also eligible for commodity payments. The Department of Agriculture tracks participation 
for the top 10 crops they insure, nine of which receive other commodity payments. 

Furthermore, the Budget proposes to no longer allow farmers to insure their crops at the higher of the 
price at planting and that at harvest. Producers that want to hedge their risk can purchase unsubsidized 
harvest price coverage, or use futures and options on mercantile exchanges, as they did before subsidized 
Harvest Price Option was offered. 

The Budget also proposes to streamline conservation program funding by increasing funding to those 
programs that have shown positive outcomes and eliminating funding to those that have not. 
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Further, the Budgetproposestoel iminateprogramsfor which there is no Federal purpose. The Government 
should not be subsidizing the advertising and promotion of commodities, singling out select commodities for 
special assistance, or providing subsidies to producers for the processing of their products. 
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FOOD SAFETY AND INSPECTION SERVICE USER FEE 
Department of Agriculture 

123 

The Budget proposes establishing a Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS) user fee to cover the costs 
of all domestic inspection activity, import re-i nspection, and most of the central operations costs for Federal, 
State, and International inspection programs for meat, poultry, and eggs. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 -660 -660 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-660 -660 -660 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-660 -660 -660 -660 -2,640 -5,940 

FSIS inspections benefit the meat, poultry, and egg industries. FSIS personnel are continuously present 
for all egg processing and domestic slaughter operations, inspect each livestock and poultry carcass, and 
inspect operations at meat and poultry processing establishments at least once per shift. The inspections 
cover microbiologicaland chemical testing, as well ascleanlinessand cosmeticproductdefects. The "inspected 
by USDA" stamp on meat and poultry labels increases consumer confidence in the product which may 
incieasesales. The piOposed usei fee would not covei Fedeial functions such as investigation, enfmcement, 
risk analysis, and emergency response. The Administration estimates this fee would increase the cost of 
meat, poultry, and eggs for consumers by less than one cent per pound. 
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GRAIN INSPECTION, PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS ADM IN ISTRATION USER FEE 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposesestabl ishing two Grain Inspection, Packers and Stockyards Administration (GIPSA) 
user fees, to recover costs for 1) the development, review, and maintenance of official U.S. grain standards; 
and 2) licensing of livestock market agencies, dealers, stockyards, packers, and swine contractors. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -30 -30 -30 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-30 -30 -30 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-30 -30 -30 -30 -150 -300 

Thefi rst proposed fee would be administered by GIPSA's Federal Grain Inspection Service, which develops 
and maintains quality U.S. grain standards to facilitate the grain trade. The entities that directly benefit 
from these standards would pay for the costs of standardization. Currently, entities pay a fee for the service 
they receive for the inspection and weighing of grain, and this proposal extends the fee to standardization. 
The second proposed fee would cover costs for Gl PSA's Packers and Stockyards Program, which benefits 
the livestock, meat, and poultiy industiies by pmmoting faii business piactioes and competitive maiket 
environments. 
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SNAP REFORMS 
Department of Agriculture 

125 

The Budget proposes a suite of legislativeproposalsaimed at targeting Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program (SNAP) benefits to the neediest households, and encouraging work among able-bodied adults 
without dependents. The Budget also proposes to re-balance the Federai/Statepartnersh ip in SNAP benefits 
to low-income households by gradually establishing a State match for benefit costs, phasing in from a nat ion a I 
average of 10 percent in 2020 to 25 percent, on average by 2023. Combined, these reforms would generate 
nearly $191 billion in savings over 10 years. 

2018 2019 

Proposed Change from -4,637 -7,627 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2020 

-13,990 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-16,928 -21,130 -24,871 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-24,634 -25,714 -26,135 -25,266 -64,312 -190,932 

SNAP provides low-income households with electronic benefits they can use to buy groceries at authorized 
retailers. As a primary component of the social safety net, SNAP has grown significantly in the past decade. 
As expected,SNAP paiticipationgiew to histmiclevelsduiing the ieoession. Howevei,despite impmvements 
in unemployment since the recession ended, SNAP participation remains persistently high. 

The Budget proposes a series of reforms aimed at right-sizing SNAP's share of the Budget. Reforms 
include closing el igibi I ity loopholes by I im iting categorical el igibi I ity to participants receiving cash benefits 
from TANF or SSI; modifying income and benefit calculations to ensure benefits are targeted to the neediest 
households; and limiting the use of waivers that exempt able-bodied adults without dependents from the 
expectation that they work. 

Under the State match proposal, States would cover a portion of the cost of benefits issued to participants. 
A State's share of the cost would be based on a formula that incorporates the economic indicators that drive 
SNAP participationalongwith State resources. The Budget assumes the match would be phased in gradually, 
beginning with a national average of 10 percent in 2020 and increasing to an average rate of 25 percent by 
2023. To help States manage their costs, new flexibility regarding benefit levels would be provided. This 
proposal also assumes that, in cases of natural disaster, D-SNAP benefits would continue to be 100 percent 
federal !y funded. 

This proposal allows States to determine their level of SNAP benefits. It is fairly and reasonably designed 
and gives States options that can mitigate the effects of the funding shift. By giving States a financial stake 
in the cost of providing these benefits, rather than relying entirely on Federal funds, it would increase State 
incentives to create economic paths to self-sufficiency. 
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SNAP RETAILER APPLICATION FEE 
Department of Agriculture 

The Budget proposes establishment of an application fee for retailers seeking authorization to accept and 
redeem theelectronicbenefitsprovided by the Supplemental NutritionAssistanceProgram (SNAP), formerly 
Food Stamps. Currently, retai lersdo not pay a fee to become authorized, which fai Is to recognize the Federal 
costs of application processing and oversight of retailers, and the significant portion of a retailer's revenue 
that SNAP can represent. This proposal is estimated to generate approximately $2.4 billion in revenue over 
10 years to offset SNAP expenses. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -252 -246 -241 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-236 -230 -230 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-230 -230 -230 -230 -1,205 -2,355 

The Department of Agriculture authorizes and oversees participation by retail food outlets participating 
in SNAP. Interested retailers must meet eligibility criteria, apply and be authorized before accepting SNAP 
benefits, and peiiodically ieauthmize in mdei to continue paiticipation. In 2016, ovei $66 bi II ion in SNAP 
benefits were redeemed by about 260,000 authorized retailers in the United States. 

Under this proposal, an authorization/reauthorization fee would be scaled upon existing retailer size and 
category definitions, ranging from $250 for the smallest firms, such as small convenience stores, to as much 
as $20,000 for the largest retailers, such as super-centers and large supermarket chains. Retailers would 
pay the fee each time they are authorized or reauthorized. 
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CREATE SINGLE INCOME-DRIVEN REPAYMENT PLAN 
Department of Education 

127 

The Budget proposes to simplify student loan repayment by consolidating multiple Income-Driven 
Repayment (I DR) plans into a single plan. This proposal reduces inefficiencies in the student loan program 
by establ ishingseveral reforms toguaranteethat all borrowers in I DR pay an equ itableshareof their income, 
and for undergraduate borrowers, reduce the time until loans are forgiven. 

Single lOR Plan .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018-27 

-76,404 

In recent years, I DR plans, which offer student borrowers the option of making affordable monthly 
payments based on factors such as income and fami lysize, have grown in popularity. However, the numerous 
I DR plans currently offered to borrowers overly complicate choosing and enrolling in the right plan. To 
simplify student loan repayment, the Budget proposes a single IDR plan that provides a pathway to debt 
rei ief for struggling borrowers. All new borrowers would pay 12.5 percent of their discretionary income. 
For borrowers with undergraduate student debt only, any balance remaining after 15 years of repayment 
would be forgiven. For borrowerswith any graduate debt, any balance remaining after 30 years of repayment 
would be forgiven. To support this ambitious proposal, the Budget proposes a package of targeted reforms 
to reduce significant inefficienciesin the program. The single I DR plan would remove the standard repayment 
cap to guarantee that high-income, high-balance borrowers pay an equitable share before their remaining 
balances are forgiven. In addition, the proposed plan would calculate payments for married borrowers filing 
separately using their combined household Adjusted Gross Income. 
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ELIMINATE ACCOUNT MAINTENANCE FEE PAYMENTS TO GUARANTY AGENCIES 
Department of Education 

The Budget proposes to eliminate unnecessary fee payments to guaranty agencies. 

Eliminate AMFs .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018-27 

Despite dwindling business activities sinoe the move to direct student lending, guaranty agencies from 
the legacy Federal Family Education Loan (FFEL) Program continue to get paid account maintenanoefees. 
Given the significantly pared back servioes provided by guaranty agencies, and their abi I ity to generate 
significant fee income through debt collection activities, the Budget proposes to discontinue these payments. 
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ELIMINATE PUBLIC SERVICE LOAN FORGIVENESS 
Department of Education 
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The Budget proposes toe I i m inatethe Pub I icService Loan Forgiveness(PSLF) program and focus assistance 
on needy undergraduate student borrowers from all professions. 

Eliminate PSLF .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2018-27 

-27,471 

To support the proposal for a single Income-Driven Repayment (I DR) plan, the Budget proposes a package 
of targeted student loan reforms and program eliminations, including the elimination of PSLF. PSLF 
unfairly favors some career choices over others and is com pi icated for borrowers to navigate. This package 
would simplify repaymentfor all new undergraduateborrowers regardlessofoccupationand create a pathway 
for expedited debt forgiveness after 15 years of payments instead of after 20 years under current law. PSLF 
is part of a complex array of Federal aid programs that could benefit from the simplification of aid to needy 
students. The Budget would help low-income students afford college through Pel I Grants, now expanded 
to fund Year-round Pel I Grants that would enable students to complete their degrees faster. 
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ELIMINATE SUBSIDIZED LOANS 
Department of Education 
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The Budget proposes to eliminate inefficient interest subsidies for oertain undergraduate loans and focus 
resources on more effective forms of support for needy undergraduate students. 

2018 2019 2020 

Eliminate Sutsidized -1,052 -2,157 -3,098 Loans .... 

Justification 

2021 

-3,791 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

4,199 4,499 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

4,744 4,960 -5,145 -5,228 -14,297 -38,873 

To support the proposal for a single Income-Driven Repayment (I DR) plan, the Budget proposes a package 
of targeted reforms and program eliminations, including the elimination of subsidized loans. While the 
in-school interest subsidy has not been rigorously evaluated, lessons from behavioral economics indicate 
that the subsidy is less likely to increase postsecondary enrollment, due to the complexity of the interest 
rate benefit, than straightforward need-based grants to students. The subsidy is also poorly targeted as it 
is provided to borrowers with low pre-enrollment income but does not consider the income of borrowers 
duiing iepayment. Bmioweis with unaffmdable debt buidens ielative to theii income duiing iepayment 
can manage their debt through income-driven repayment and ultimately reoeive forgiveness. Subsidized 
loans are part of a complex array of Federal aid programs that could benefit from the simplification of aid 
to needy students. The Budget would help low-income students afford college through Pel I Grants, which 
would be expanded to fund Year-round Pel I Grants that would enable students to complete their degrees 
faster. 
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POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATION TRANSMISSION ASSET DIVESTITURE 
Department of Energy 

The Budget proposes to divest the transmission assets of the Power Marketing Administrations (PMAs), 
which include Southwestern Power Administration (SWPA), Western Area Power Administration (WAPA), 
and Bonneville Power Administration (BPA). 

2018 2019 

Di\eSt 9/VPA Transmission 
0 -13 Asse1s .... 

Di\eSt~J~lA.F1!~.. Transmission 0 -580 Asse1s .... 

Di\eSt BF¥1. Transmission 
0 -1,821 Asse1s .... 

Total. .. 0 -2,414 

Justification 

2020 

0 

0 

-396 

-396 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

-386 -386 -386 

-386 -386 -386 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 0 0 -13 -13 

0 0 0 0 -580 -580 

-386 -386 -386 -386 -2,989 -4,919 

-386 -386 -386 -386 -3,582 -5,512 

The vast majority of the f'Jation's electricity infrastructure is ovJned and operated by for=profit investor 
owned utilities. Ownership of transmission assets is best carried out by the private sector where there are 
appropriate market and regulatory incentives. The Budget proposal to eliminate or reduce the PMA's role 
in electricity transmission and increase the private sector's role would encourage a more efficient allocation 
of economic resources and mitigate risk to taxpayers. 
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REPEAL BORROWING AUTHORITY FOR WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION 
Department of Energy 

The Budget proposes to repeal Western Area Power Administration's (WAPA) authority to borrow up to 
$3.25 billion in emergency funds authorized by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 
(Recovery Act) for the purpose of constructing and/or funding projects within WAPA's servioe territory that 
deliver, or faci I itate the delivery of, power generated by renewable energy resou roes. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -610 -900 -1,095 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-660 -725 -235 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-50 -50 -50 -50 -3,990 -4,425 

The vast majority of the Nation's electricity needs are met through for-profit investor-owned utilities. 
Investments in transmission assets are best carried out by the private sector where there are appropriate 
market and regulatory incentives. Federal financing of transmission assets plaoes unnecessary risk on 
taxpayers and results in an inefficient allocation of economic resources. Further, activities under the 
Recoveiy Act, which was enacted in iesponseto theGieat Reoession,aie no longei needed. Sinoe its inception, 
the program has made less than $300 million in total loans to three transmission projects. As of fiscal 
year-end 2016, the program held less than $100 million in outstanding loan balanoesowed to Treasury. 
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STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE- REDUCE BY HALF 
Department of Energy 

133 

The Budget proposes statutory changes that would allow the Department of Energy (DOE) to sell 
approximately 270 million barrels of Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) crude oil, roughly half of what 
remains after current law sales, as well as reduce modernization funding by half ($1 billion), and close two 
of the four SPR sites, all by 2027. A path to energy security means enabling more American production and 
investment, not having the Government store an unnecessarily large amount of oi I underground. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -500 -500 -552 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-1,390 -1,426 -1,489 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,519 -1,549 -3,793 -3,868 4,368 -16,586 

Enabling domestic fossil energy production and investment is a key component of increasing U.S. energy 
security, and today the United States is producing oil and gas like never before. In 2016, the United States 
produced nearly 8.9 million barrels of crude oil per day, and over 26.4 trillion cubic feet of natural gas-up 
fmm 5.6 million baiiels pei day (+59 peicent) and 22.9 tiillion cubic feet (+15 peicent) in 2011. Mmeovei, 
tomorrow's energy security will be enhanced by eliminating burdensome Federal regulations and red tape 
to better enable new, private investment and harness the United States' full energy potential. The SPR is 
a product of the 1970s, an era when the United States imported 5-6 million barrels of oil per day from the 
Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC), compared to now where imports from OPEC 
countries are roughly half that amount, despite a significantly larger economy. The independent Energy 
Information Administration (EIA) at DOE now projects our net petroleum product imports to decline to less 
than 2 million barrels per day by 2027, down from roughly 5 million barrels per day in 2016.1 Thus, the 
proposal to reduce the SPR to about half of its future (2027) size, with or without additional private stocks, 
would very I ikely provide sufficient protection in the event of an energycrisisand would maintain compliance 
with international agreements. 

Citations 
1Department of Energy, Energy Information Administration: Annual Energy Outlook 2017, (January 2017). 
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ELIMINATE THE SOCIAL SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget proposes to eliminate the Social Services Block Grant (SSBG) because it lacks strong 
performance measures, is not well targeted, and is not a core function of the Federal Government. States 
do not have to demonstrate that they are using funds effectively in order to continue receiving funding. In 
addition, SSBG funds services that are also funded through other Federal programs, such as early childhood 
education services funded through Head Start and child welfare services funded by Title IV-E programs. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -1,393 -1,661 -1,677 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-1,677 -1,677 -1,677 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,677 -1,677 -1,677 -1,677 .S,085 -16,470 

SSBG is a permanently authorized program, which funds a wide variety of services. There are 29 broad 
service categories within SSBG (including "other"). However, better targeted State and Federal programs 
currently fund most of these services. SSBG lacks strong performance metrics and the means to hold States 
accountable fm spending SSBG funds effectively. 
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REFORM MEDICAID 
Department of Health and Human Services 

135 

To realign financial i ncentivesand providestabi I ityto both Federal and State budgets, the Budget proposes 
to reform Medicaid by giving States the choice between a per capita cap and a block grant starting in 2020, 
which would empower States to innovate and refocus their Medicaid programs on the most vulnerable 
populations. In addition, the Budget would provide States with more flexibi I ity to control costs and design 
individual, State-based solutions to provide better care to Medicaid beneficiaries. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 0 -10,000 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-20,000 40,000 .ro,ooo 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

.ro,ooo -105,000 -130,000 -165,000 -70,000 -610,000 

Current growth in Medicaid spending is unsustainable, with growth outpacing gross domestic product 
and national health spending and accounting for an increasing share of Federal and State budgets. The 
current open-ended structure of Federal Medicaid funding encourages States to shift costs to the Federal 
Govemment and does not encouiage States to focus on pieventing waste, fiaud, and abuse. At the State 
level, Medicaid crowds out important State priorities such as investments in education, public safety, and 
infrastructure. Medicaid's outdated rules are restrictive and complex, tying States' hands and preventing 
States from designing innovative approaches that address the specific needs of their populations. 

The Budget would reverse this trend by simplifying the financing structure of Medicaid, and slowing 
future growth in Medicaid spending. Under this proposal, starting in 2020, States would have the choice of 
either a per capita cap or a block grant, and wi II receive new flexibi I ity to design and operate their programs, 
such as encouraging work and personal responsibility. The proposal to reform Federal Medicaid funding 
and provide new flexibility to States, would allow States to refocus their programs on those who are most 
vulnerableand todevelopState-specificinnovationswhi le lowering costs. The Budget would help set Medicaid 
on a sustai nablepath and ensure the program could continueto providecare to those who are most vulnerable, 
the elderly, individuals with disabilities, children, and pregnant women. 
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STRENGTHEN THE CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM 
Department of Health and Human Services 

The Budget includes a number of proposals that strengthen the Child Support Enforcement Program, 
which would provide State Agencies additional tools to increase efficiency, facilitate family self-sufficiency, 
and promote responsible parenthood. 

2018 2019 

strengthening Child Support 
Enforcement and -22 -35 
Establ is!Tnent Package .... 

Establish a Child Support -110 -122 Technology Fund .... 

Justification 

2020 

-54 

-120 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-68 -85 -86 

-121 -136 -43 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-87 -90 -90 -91 -264 -708 

-48 -55 -36 -42 -809 -833 

The package of Child Support Establishment and Enforcement proposals in the Budget would increase 
child support collections, which would result in savings to Federal benefits programs. For example, by 
requiring additional data matches and reporting throughout child support establishment and enforcement 
processes, the proposal would expand and improve the abi I ity to intercept sources of income for payment of 
child support, including insurancesettlements, lump-sum payments provided by employers,gamingwinnings 
from casinos, and State workers' compensation claims. The package would also improve enforcement 
procedures related to freezing and seizing certain assets held by delinquent non-custodial parents, and 
would require the reporting of independent contractors to State directories used to locate non-custodial 
parents and identifysourcesof income. The proposal would also provide States with acoess to better financial 
data matching programs, as well as tools that promote interstate cooperation. 

In addition, the proposal to create a Child Support Technology Fund would facilitate the replacement of 
aging IT systems in State child support programs, and increase security, efficiency, and program integrity. 
This proposal would provide States the option to acquire a model child support system and various 
applications. This approach would reduce inefficiencies associated with the current process of modernizing 
child support IT systems, which involves each State separately designing, developing, and implementing a 
new system, with costs ranging between $80 and $120 mi II ion per State. The Federal Government shares 
these costs through 66 percent Federal reimbursement. With States using The Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS)-developed technology made possible by the Fund, the Federal Government would 
avoid reimbursing up to 54 times over the costs associated with building new State systems. Leveraging 
reusable technology would provide a cost effective solution to the widespread and pressing issue of replacing 
aging State child support systems. 
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TEMPORARY ASSISTANCE FOR NEEDY FAMILIES REFORMS 
Department of Health and Human Services 

137 

The Budget proposes to reduce the portion of the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) block 
grant (10 percent) that States may transfer from TANF to Social Services Block Grant (SSBG). The Budget 
also proposes to eliminate the TAN F Contingency Fund, as it fai Is to provide well-targeted counter-eye! ical 
funding to States. 

2018 2019 

Reduce TANF Block Gant by -1,218 -1,491 10% ..................................... 

Eliminate tre TANF -567 -608 Contingercy Fund .... 

Total. .. -1,785 -2,099 

Justification 

2020 

-1,550 

-608 

-2,158 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

-1,582 -1,615 -1,632 

-608 -608 -608 

-2,190 -2,223 -2,240 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,632 -1,632 -1,632 -1,632 -7,456 -15,616 

-608 -608 -608 -608 -2,999 -6,039 

-2,240 -2,240 -2,240 -2,240 -10,455 -21,655 

The Budget would reduce the TANF block grant by 10 percent, which aligns with the Budget proposal to 
eliminate the SSBG. VVhile the pmposal would ieduce the amount available to States fm cash assistance 
and other benefits that promote self-sufficiency, the proposal also recognizes that TANF's flexible spending 
rules have resulted in States using a large portion of TANF funds for benefits and services that do not 
directly serve the core intent of the program- to help low-income families meet their basic needs and move 
them towards self-sufficiency. Under the proposal, States would continue to have broad flexibility in 
determining how to spend their remaining TANF block grant funds, and could choose to focus a greater 
share on welfare-to-work activities. 

The Budget also proposes to eliminate the TANF Contingency Fund, recognizing its failure to provide 
well-targeted counter-eye! ical funding to States. While the intent of the Contingency Fund has been to assist 
States experiencing increased demand for cash assistance during economic downturns, States may use 
contingency funds for any TANF purpose, many of which have no direct relationship to helping families 
meet needs in hard economic times. Some States have used contingency funds to simply replace existing 
block grant funds (i.e., building up their unobligated balances), without actually spending more to address 
increased need. In addition, because the triggers for eligibility for the Contingency Fund have not been 
updated, a!! States except \AJyoming have been eligible for the Fund in every month since June 2009. The 
States that have acoessed the Fund are not necessarily those that need it most, but rather those that could 
identify the necessary amount of Statespendi ng needed to meet the higher mai ntenance-of-effortrequi rement 
associated with receipt of contingency funds. 
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EXTEND EXPIRING CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION FEES 
Department of Homeland Security 

This proposal would re-authorize Customs User Fees set to expire on September 30, 2025. 

2018 2019 2020 2021 

Proposed Change from 
0 0 0 Current Law .... 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

0 0 0 

2024 

0 

2025 2026 2027 2018-22 

0 -3,931 -4,143 

2018-27 

0 -8,074 

The authorization to collect and spend several U.S. Customs and Border Protection user fees authorized 
in 9 U.S.C. 58cexpireson September 30,2025. This proposal would extend the authorization to collect and 
spend these fees through the end of the Budget window. 
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REFORM OF THE NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 
Department of Homeland Security 

139 

The Budget includes a National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) reform proposal that would put the 
program on a more sustainable financial footing moving forward, expand flood insurance coverage by 
encouraging private competition in the flood insurance market, and incentivize mitigation measures by 
signaling to homeowners the true cost associated with the risk of living in a floodplain. The estimated 
savings from doing so areal most $8.9 bi II ion over 10 years. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -95 -301 -509 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-7'!/J -971 -1,076 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,141 -1,260 -1,375 -1,432 -2,606 -8,890 

The Federal Government provides flood insurance through the NFI P, which is administered by the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Flood insurance is available to homeowners and businesses in 
communities that have adopted and enforce appropriate floodplain management measures. At the end of 
2016, the pmgiam had an estimated5.1 mi Ilion policies in mme than 22,200communitieswith appmximately 
$1.25 trillion of insurance in force. 

NFIP has operated at a loss since Hurricane Katrina struck the Gulf Coast in 2005. Past catastrophic 
flood events have driven the program into debt, and the program currently owes the U.S. Treasury $24.6 
billion. Thecatastrophicnatureofflooding masks structural factors responsible for the NFIP'sfinancial 
situation: the program cannot cover its costs, let alone catastrophic flood events, because of 
statutorily-mandated subsidies and discounts for certain classes of policyholders. Not only is the NFIP 
unlikely to repay its debt, but the projected interest payments for carrying this debt are also beyond its 
foreseeable financial capacity. 

The Budget would seek to close the NFIP's budgetary shortfall and begin to decrease the NFIP's debt. 
The estimates reflect the Administration's desire to work with the Congress to make the program fiscally 
sustainable over time, and begin paying down the NFI P's debt. If fully enacted, the proposal would result 
in savings of approximately $8.9 billion from 2018 through 2027. 

These measures would also yield non-financial benefits. The Budget would expand flood insurancecoverage 
in the United States by leveling the playing field for the private sector to provide flood insurance coverage 
to consumers. By demonstrating to homeowners the true cost of living in a flood plain, the proposal would 
also incentivize mitigation of flood risk before disasters occur, thereby avoiding the pain and hardship of 
losing a home to flooding. 
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CANCEL SOUTHERN NEVADA PUBLIC LANDS MANAGEMENT ACT BALANCES 
Department of the Interior 

This proposal cancels $230 million in unobligated balances in a special account established under the 
Southern Nevada Public Lands Management Act (SNPLMA), which has already generated over $3 billion 
in projects for Nevada. This proposal would only reduce a portion of the over $600 million in remaining 
balances and would not affect amounts currently allocated under the law for specific uses, such as projects 
in the Lake Tahoe area. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -83 -69 -78 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

0 0 0 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 0 0 -230 -230 

Enacted in 1998, SNPLMA authorizes the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) to sell specified public 
lands around Las Vegas, NV, and retain 85 percent of the proceeds in a special account to use for capital 
improvements and various conservation, restoration, and recreational purposes at the Interior Secretary's 
discietion. Since its enactment, the Depaitment of the lnteiiOi has ieceived ovei $3.4 billion fiOm land 
sales under SNPLMA authority, and the proceeds have funded over 1,200 projects, with notable investments 
across Southern Nevada and in Lakes Tahoe and Mead. 
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FEDERAL LAND TRANSACTION ACT REAUTHORIZATION 
Department of the Interior 

141 

This proposal would restore the Federal Land Transaction Facilitation Act (FL TFA), which expired in 
2011. FL TFA faci I itates the disposal of surplus lands, as identified in the Department of the Interior's 
Bureau of Land Management(BLM)and the Departmentof Agriculture'sForest Service(USFS) management 
plans, by allowing BLM and USFS to use the receipts to acquire 'high conservation value' lands. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -5 -6 Current Law .... 

Justification 

-9 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-12 -3 0 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 0 0 -35 -35 

The proposal would reauthorize FL TFA to allow BLM and USFS to retain receipts from the sale of lands 
identified as suitable for disposal in recent land use plans. Receipts would be used to fund the acquisition 
of environmentally sensitive lands and cover the administrative costs associated with conducting sales. 
First enacted in 2000, FL TFA was effective in encouraging BLM and USFS to pursue the sale or exchange 
of pub I ic lands identified fm disposal undei land use plans. At the same time, it pmvided an altemative 
source of funding to support the acquisition of sensitive lands, such as inholdings with in or parcels adjacent 
to certain federally designated areas that contain exceptional resources. Before the authorization expired 
in 2011, FL TFA required that 80 percent of the receipts be spent in the same State in which the funds were 
generated, with the remaining funds avai I able for acquisition in any of the 11 other Western States. The 
current proposal would continue this requirement. 
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GULF OF MEXICO ENERGY SECURITY ACT REPEAL 
Department of the Interior 

The Budget proposes to redirect, to Federal taxpayers, revenue sharing payments set to be paid to select 
Gulf Coast States from oil and gas development in Federal offshore waters. These payments, as allocated 
under the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of 2006 (GOM ESA), benefit only a small handful of States, 
and not all U.S. taxpayers despite Federal waters belonging to all Americans. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -272 -'327 .J44 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-366 -'376 -'375 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-'375 -'375 -'375 -'375 -1,685 .:'3,560 

Enacted in 2006, GO MESA established permanent new revenue sharing requirements for Federal Outer 
Continental Shelf (OCS) oil and gas revenues, and is exclusive to the Gulf Coast States of Texas, Louisiana, 
Alabama, and Mississippi. GO MESA deferred most payments until 2018, so the States have yet to begin 
receiving these funds. Under GOMESA, these States and their local jurisdictions receive 37.5 percent of 
OCS ievenues geneiated fiOm ceitai n OCS leases. Anothei 12.5 peicent of these ievenues aie allocated to 
permanent mandatory spending for Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) grants to all States. 
However, Federal waters belong to all Americans, so the returns from development should come back to all 
taxpayers. Gulf Coast States currently receive significant economic benefits from activity in their States 
associated with offshore energy development. 
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LEASE OIL AND GAS IN ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 
Department of the Interior 

143 

The Budget proposes legislation to authorize oil and gas leasing in a small part of the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge (ANWR), as a component of the Administration's energy development strategy. Revenues 
would initially be derived from bonus bids during the lease sales, with additional reoeipts collected onoe 
production begins. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 0 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

0 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

0 400 -500 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 400 -500 400 -1,800 

The Budget assumes legislation to authorize leasing for oi I and gas in the coastal plain (the "1002 area") 
of ANWR. The first lease sale would begin around 2022/2023, allowing adequate time for the completion of 
appropriate environ mental reviews and an updated assessment of the state of the oi I and gas markets and 
lease bidding potential prior to scheduling specific lease sales. Additional lease sale(s) would be held in 
2026/2027. Revenues would be shaied equally with the State of Alaska, with most of the savings ovei the 
next 10 years derived from bonus bids paid during the lease sales. Additional revenues would be generated 
in the future from royalties. 

The environmentally responsible development of a small portion of ANWR would be part of a broader 
effort to reduoe the Nation's dependence on foreign energy sou roes. Production wi II take time, so it is 
imperative to authorize ANWR leasing now. 
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REPEAL ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL PAYMENTS TO COUNTIES 
Department of the Interior 

The Budget proposes to repeal Section 224(b) of the Energy Pol icy Act of 2005 to permanently discontinue 
payments to counties and restore the disposition of Federal geothermal leasing revenues to the historical 
formula of 50 peroent to the States and 50 peroent to the Treasury. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -3 -3 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

-3 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-4 -4 -4 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-4 -4 -4 -4 -17 -37 

The Energy Pol icy Act of 2005 changed the distribution of reoeipts from geothermal leases to provide 50 
peroent to States, 25 peroent to counties, and 25 to the Federal Government. In almost all other situations 
where leasing revenuesaregeneratedon Federal lands, the reoeiptsarespl it between the Federal Government 
and the affected State. The extra 25 peroent in county payments are inconsistent with this longstanding 
revenue-sharing approach, and effectively reduoe the return to Federal taxpayers from geothermal leases 
on Fedeial lands. 
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PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION MUL TIEMPLOYER PREMIUMS 
Department of Labor 

The Budget proposes to improve the solvency of the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) by 
increasing the insurance premiums paid by underfunded multiemployer pension plans. PBGC premiums 
are currently far lower than what a private financial institution would charge for insuring the same risk. 
The proposed premium reforms would improve PBGC's financial condition and are expected to be sufficient 
to fund the multiemployer program for the next 20 years. 

2018 2019 2020 

PBGC Multiemployer -1,196 -1,202 -1,210 PremilfllS ... 

PBGC Premium Payment 0 0 0 .Acceleration .... 

Total. .. -1,196 -1,202 -1,210 

Justification 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

-1,294 -1,507 -1,625 

0 0 0 

-1,294 -1,507 -1,625 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,705 -1,546 -2,238 -2,335 -6,409 -15,858 

0 3,088 -3,088 -5,005 0 -5,005 

-1,705 1,542 -5,326 -7,340 -6,409 -20,863 

PBGC pmvides pension insu ianoe fm piivate sectm defined benefit ieti iement plans thmugh 
single-employer and multiemployer programs. PBGC collects premiums that are set by the Congress 
separately for each of the programs. Under the multiemployer insurance program, when a plan runs out 
of money, PBGC provides financial assistance to the plan so that the plan can pay benefits at no more than 
the guarantee level. 

While the single-employer program is on the path towards solvency, the multiemployer program, covering 
over 10 million participants, is in dire financial condition. The 2016 multiemployer program deficit was 
$58.8 billion, with only $2.2 billion in assets and $61 billion in liabilities. PBGC projects the multiemployer 
program will be insolvent by the end of2025, at which point participants in insolvent plans would see their 
benefits cut by as much as 90 percent. Multiemployer premiums are very low-a flat rate of just $28 per 
participant in 2017. In order to better align multiemployer premiums with the risk PBGC is insuring and 
prevent insolvency, the Budget proposes to create a variable-rate premium (VRP)-as exists in the 
single-employer program-and an exit premium. 

The mu!tiemp!oyer VRP vJou!d require plans to pay an additional premium based on their !eve! of 
underfunding, up to a cap. Premiums would be indexed to inflation, with additional rate increases imposed 
in 2022 and 2027. PBGC would have limited authority to design waivers for terminated plans, or plans that 
are in critical status, if there is a substantial risk that the payment of premiums would aooelerate plan 
insolvency and result in earlier financial assistance. 

An exit premium, equal to 10 times the flat-rate premium, would be assessed on employers that withdraw 
from a plan to compensate the insurance program for the additional risk imposed on it when employers 
leave the system and cease making plan contributions. Employers who withdraw from a multiemployer plan 
pay a withdrawal I iabi I ity to the plan, but this payment is typically insufficient to cover the employer's share 
of the plan's unfunded I iabi I ities. 
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146 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

UNEMPLOYMENTINSURANCESOLVENCYSTANDARD 
Department of Labor 

Despite several years of recovery si nee the recession, State Unemployment I nsu ranee (U I) programs are 
still not adequately financed. Fewer than half the States have sufficient reserves to weather a single year 
of recession, the common measure of trust fund solvency. The Budget proposes to add a minimum solvency 
standard to address the challenge States face in maintaining sufficient reserves in their Unemployment 
Trust Fund accounts to weather future recessions. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 0 -758 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-1,894 -2,568 -1,045 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,833 -1,072 -1,488 -2,254 -5,220 -12,912 

States are expected to build up sufficient reserves in their Unemployment Insurance (U I) programs during 
non-recessionary periods to allow them to pay for benefits during the next recession. When States fail to 
build up sufficient balances, they either need to increase taxes on employers in the middle of a recession or 
bmiow fmm the Fedeial Govemment, which can tiiggei incieased taxes on employeis thmugh automatic 
Federal Unemployment Tax Act (FUTA) "credit reductions." 

Currently, fewer than half the States have sufficient reserves to cover a full year of benefits during a 
recession-the common measure of State solvency in the U I program. The Budget proposes to encourage 
States to build up reserves in their Unemployment Trust Fund accounts by implementing a minimum 
solvency standard, equal to the level of reserves that would be sufficient to pay six months of benefits during 
an average recession (half of the common solvency target). This proposal would impose credit reductions 
on States that fail to meet the solvency standard for two consecutive years rather than only imposing the 
credit reduction once States have been borrowing from the Federal Government for two consecutive years. 
This would strengthen States' incentive to adequately fund their U I systems, before their Trust Funds face 
any future recessionary demands, resulting in a decrease in the likelihood of insolvency and the need to 
borrow. All funds received through the credit reduction would be applied to State Unemployment Trust 
Fund accounts to help States rebuild balances. 
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AUTHORITY FOR BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING TO CONSTRUCT A NEW 
FACILITY 

Department of the Treasury 

The Budget proposes to provide authority to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing (BEP) to construct a 
more efficient product ion faci I i ty. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -15 -74 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

-3 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

5 -314 5 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

14 3 165 -494 -401 -708 

BEP's current production facility in Washington, D.C. is an aging and outdated building that cannot 
accommodate the basic requirements of modern currency production and requires costly renovations. 
Purchasing and constructing a new facility would be less expensive and would make the manufacturing 
process more efficient. However, undercurrent law, BEP does not have the authority to pu rchaseor construct 
a new production faci I ity. This proposal would allow BEP to purchase and construct a new facility, resulting 
in savings to the Federai Government. 
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REQUIRE SSN FOR CHILD TAX CREDIT & EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT 
Department of the Treasury 

The Budget proposes requiring a Social Security Number (SSN) that is valid for work in order to claim 
the Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC) or the Child Tax Credit (CTC). For both credits, this requirement 
would apply to taxpayers, spouses, and all qualifying children. Under current law, households who do not 
have SSNs that are valid for work, including illegal immigrants who use Individual Taxpayer Identification 
Numbers, can claim the CTC, including the refundable portion. This proposal would ensure that only 
individuals who are authorized to work in the United States could claim these credits. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -449 -4,512 -4,447 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-4,358 -4,309 -4,296 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-4,373 -4,460 -4,555 -4,652 -18,075 -40,411 

The Budget would ensure that only people who are authorized to work in the United States receive the 
EITC and CTC. Under current law, households who do not have SSNs that are valid for work, including 
illegal immigiants who use Individual Taxpayei Identification Numbeis, can claim the child tax Ciedit, 
including the refundable portion. This proposal would also fix gaps in the current administrative practice 
for EITC filers that allowed some people who have SSNs that are not valid for work to sti II claim the EITC. 
Since the EITC is a work support, only those people who are lawfully eligible to work in the United States 
should be able to claim it. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

CAP Gl BILL FLIGHT TRAINING 
Department of Veterans Affairs 

149 

Under the Post-9/11 Gl Bi II, the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) pays full tuition and fees for eligible 
veterans at public institutions of higher learning. Some flight training programs offered through these 
universities (often at private, contracted schools) are much more expensive than other courses of study, 
often surpassing the maximum private school benefit level provided by the Gl Bill. This proposal would cap 
the maximum benefit for all VA funded flight programs at the private school benefit cap (currently about 
$21,000 per year). 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -42 -43 -46 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-46 -50 -52 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-54 -56 -59 -61 -229 -511 

The Post-9/11 Gl Bill providesel igibleveterans with full tuition and fees at public universities, and tuition 
and fees at private universities up to a cap of about $21,000 a year. Over the past several years, certain 
public schools have been offeiing flight tiaining, often thiOugh contiacts with piivate institutions, at a cost 
significantly higher than other courses of study. Capping the benefit at the maximum benefit provided for 
private schools would maintain a robust benefit but would reduce the I i kelihood that VA would pay excessive 
amounts for these programs. The savings from this proposal are designated to partially offset the costs of 
continuing the Veterans Choice Program. 
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150 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENTS ROUND DOWN 
Department of Veterans Affairs 

For nearly 15 years, until 2013, the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) rounded down payment rates 
to all disability compensation beneficiaries. This proposal would reestablish the practice of rounding down 
to the nearest dollar the annual Cost Of Living Adjustments (COLA) for service-connected disability 
compensation, dependency and indemnity compensation, and certain education programs. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -20 -66 -127 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-182 -235 -295 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-347 403 -466 -536 .Q3() -2,677 

Each year, veterans in receipt of certain disabi I ity benefits receive a yearly COLA increase to ensure that 
the purchasing power of VA benefits is not eroded by inflation. For nearly 15 years, until 2013, the VA 
rounded down payment rates to all disability compensation beneficiaries. This proposal would reinstate 
that round-down, which has only a minimal impact, estimated at no more than $12 per year on individual 
veteians. The savings fmm this pmposal aie designated to paitially offset the costs of continuing the 
Veterans Choice Program. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

INDIVIDUAL UNEMPLOYABILITY 
Department of Veterans Affairs 

151 

Veterans receive disabi I ity compensation based on disabling conditions incurred during mi I itary service. 
In addition to the benefits provided for these disabling conditions, some veterans are deemed unable to 
engage in any substantial work as a result of their service and receive supplemental "Individual 
Unemployability" benefit payments, which currently continue past Social Security retirement eligibility. 
This proposal would immediatelyhalt thosesupplementalpayments, for both current and future beneficiaries, 
once they reach retirement age and first become eligible for Social Security benefits. These veterans would 
continue to receive their basic disabi I ity benefits. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -3,205 -3,394 -3,582 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-3,773 -3,968 -4,166 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-4,369 -4,576 -4,787 -5,002 -17,922 -40,822 

The Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) currently provides additional disabi I ity compensation benefits 
to veteians, iiiespectiveof age, who it deems unable to obtain Oi maintain gainful employment due to theii 
service-connected disabilities through a program called Individual Unemployability (I U). The I U program 
is a part of VA's disability compensation program that allows VA to pay certain veterans disability 
compensation at the 100 percent rate, even though VA has not rated their service-connected disabilities at 
the total level. These veterans have typically received an original disability rating between zero and 100 
percent. The number of beneficiaries in reoeipt of I U benefits has more than tripled since 2000, growing 
from 112,400 to over 338,800 at the end of 2016. Approximately two-thirds of veterans granted I U in 2016 
were over the age of 60. 

Under this proposal, veteransel igiblefor Social Security reti rementbenefitswould have their I U terminated 
upon reaching the minimum retirement age for Social Security purposes, or upon enactment of the proposal 
if the veteran is al readyel igibleto receive Social Security retirement benefits. These veterans would continue 
to receive VA disabi I ity benefits based on their original disabi I ity rating. I U benefits would not be terminated 
for veterans who are ineligible for Social Security retirement benefits, allowing them to continue to receive 
I U past minimum retirement age. This proposal would reduce the duplication of benefits resulting from 
veterans not participating in the labor market. The savings from this proposal vJou!d be designated to 
partially offset the costs of continuing the Veterans Choice Program. 
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152 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REFORM INLAND WATERWAYS FINANCING 
Corps of Engineers 

The Administration proposes to reform the laws governing the Inland Waterways Trust Fund, including 
establishing an annual fee to increase the amount paid by commercial navigation users of the inland 
waterways. In 1986, Congress provided that commercial trafficon the inland waterways would be responsible 
for 50 percent of the capital costs of the locks, dams, and other features that make barge transportation 
possible on the inland waterways. The additional revenue would help finance future capital investments 
in these waterways to support economic growth, since the current excise tax on diesel fuel used in inland 
waterways commerce will not produce the revenue needed to cover these costs. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -108 -107 -106 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-105 -104 -103 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-103 -101 -100 -100 -530 -1,037 

The Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) inland waterways program constructs, operates, and maintains 
229 lock chambeis at 187 dam sites, and othei featuies that make it possible to move caigo by baige on 
12,000 miles of developed inland channels. Nearly all of the Federal cost to support navigation on the inland 
waterways involves Corps spending on the locks and dams- to construct, operate, maintain, repair, replace, 
and rehabi I itate them; and to expand the level of service that they provide. Under current law, barge owners 
pay 50 percent of the cost of most inland waterways capital investments (with the exception of the Olmsted 
Locks and Dam Project). The General Fund pays the other 50 percent of these costs, plus all of the operation 
and maintenance. The central financing challenge now facing the inland waterways program is that the 
current diesel fuel tax (which the Congress increased from 20 cents per gallon to 29 cents per gallon in 2014) 
will not generate enough revenue to support the user-financed 50 percent share of the capital investments 
that will likely be needed over the next 10 to 15 years. The current balance of the Inland Waterways Trust 
Fund is less than $60 million. The Budget proposes to increase revenue to support additional work on the 
inland waterways through a new user fee. This proposal would raise just over $1 billion over the ten year 
window to finance the users' share of anticipated capital investment projects on the inland waterways. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT DIVESTITURE 
Corps of Engineers 

153 

The Budget proposes to divest the Federal Government of the Washington Aqueduct (Aqueduct), which 
is the wholesale water supply system for Washington, D.C.; Arlington County, Virginia; and parts of Fairfax 
County, Virginia. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 0 -119 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

0 0 0 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

0 0 0 0 -119 -119 

The Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) owns and operates the Aqueduct, which is the only local water 
supply system in the Nation owned and operated by the Corps. The Aqueduct's wholesale customers pay 
the Corps to cover the cost of routineAqueductoperations. The Corps borrowed $75 mi II ion from the Treasury 
in the mid-1990s to pay for certain capital improvements (Aqueduct customers are in the process of repaying 
that amount to the U.S. Treasury). Ownership of local water supply is best carried out by State or local 
goveinment Oi the piivate sectoi wheie theie aie appiopiiate maiket and iegulatoiy incentives. The 
proposal to eliminate the Corps' role in local water supply and increase the State/local/private sector's role 
would encourage a more efficient allocation of economic resources and mitigate risk to taxpayers. 
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154 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

INCREASE EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS 
Office of Personnel Management 

This proposal would increase Federal employeecontributionsto the Federal EmployeesReti rementSystem 
(FERS), equalizing employee and employer contribution to FERS so that half of the normal cost would be 
paid by each. For some specific occupations, such as law enforcement officers and firefighters, the cost of 
their retirement package necessitates a higher normal cost percentage. For those specific occupations this 
proposal would increase, but not equalize, employee contributions. 

This adjustment would reduce the long-term cost to the Federal Government by reducing the Government's 
contribution rate. To lessen the impact on employees, this proposal would be phased in over several years. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -1,719 -'3,227 -4,810 Current Law .... 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-6,372 -7,959 -9,537 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-9,568 -9,599 -9,624 -9,640 -24,087 -72,055 

flbte: Savings exdude non-scoreable impcds due to the loss of intrago,lerrmental empi~J'forshare receipts. Savings alsocb not irclude the Budget proposal to reduce the discretionary 
spending limits to reflect the reductions in normal rost contrib.Jtions paid IY; Federal agercies. 

Justification 

Aocordi ng to an Apri I 25, 2017 Congressional Budget Office Report 1, Federal employees are compensated 
with combined pay and benefits 17 percent higher than the private sector, much of which is provided in the 
form of benefits costs. As the CBO study shows, in comparison to the private sector, the Federal Government 
continues to offer a very generous package of retirement benefits even when control I ing for certain 
characteristics of workers. At large private sector firms, only approximately 35 percent of workers at these 
large firms had aooess to a combination of defined benefit and defined contribution programs.2 

The Administration has lessened the impact of the proposal to increase employee contribution to FERS, 
by phasing in the implementation with a one-percent increase in contributions each year. Thus, for 2018, 
the proposed 1.9 percent pay increase would offset the increase in employee retirement contributions. In 
the context of the broader labor environment, the Administration believes the implementation and phasing 
in of retirement benefit changes will not impact the Federal Government's recruiting and retention efforts. 

Citations 
1 Congressional Budget Office: Comparing the Compensation of Federal and Private-Sector Employees, 2011 to 2015, 

(April 2017). 

2 Bureau of Labor Statistics: National Compensation Survey, (2016). 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REDUCE FEDERAL RETIREMENT BENEFITS 
Office of Personnel Management 

155 

This proposal would reduce Federal employeeannuities,by implementingchangesto the Federal Employees 
Retirement System (FERS) and the Civi I Service Retirement System (CSRS). The proposal would eliminate 
cost of I iving adjustments(COLAs)for FERS retirees, and would reduceCSRS reti reeCOLAs by 0.5 percent. 
The proposal would also make other changes to Federal retirement, such as eliminating the FERS Special 
Retirement Supplement for those employees who retire before Social Security eligibility age, and changing 
annuity calculations to include an employee's "High-5" salary years instead of "High-3" salary years. The 
employee retirement landscape continues to evolve as private companies are providing less compensation 
in the form of retirement benefits. The shift away from defined benefit programs and cost of I ivi ng adjustments 
for annuitants is part of that evolution. By comparison, the Federal Government continues to offer a very 
generous package of retirement benefits. Consistent with the goal to bring Federal retirement benefits more 
in I ine with the private sector, adjustments to reduce the long-term costs associated with these benefits are 
included in this proposal. 

2018 2019 

Eliminate FERS COLA, 
Redu::e CSRS ca.A by -524 -1,187 
0.5°/o .... 

other Federal retirement -1,875 -2,134 changes ........................ 

Total ... -2,399 -3,321 

2020 

-1,892 

-3,055 

-4,947 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

-2,657 -3,481 -4,369 

-2,617 -3,298 -3,620 

-5,274 -6,779 -7,989 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-5,322 -6,344 -7,432 -8,591 -9,741 -41,799 

-3,943 -4,383 -4,841 -5,280 -12,979 -35,046 

-9,265 -10,727 -12,273 -13,871 -22,720 -76,845 

flbte: Savings exdude non-scoreable impcds due to the loss of intrago,lerrmental empi~J'forshare receipts. Savings alsocb not irclude the Budget proposal to reduce the discretionary 
spending limits to reflect the reductions in normal rost contrib.Jtions paid IY; Federal agercies. 

Justification 

According to an Apri I 25, 2017 Congressional Budget Office Report, 1 Federal employees are compensated 
with combined pay and benefits 17 percent higher than the private sector, much of which is provided in the 
form of benefits costs. As the CBO study shows, in comparison to the private sector, the Federal Government 
continues to offer a very generous package of retirement benefits even when control I ing for certain 
characteristics of workers. At large private sector firms, only approximately 35 percent of workers at these 
large firms had access to a combination of defined benefit and defined contribution programs.2 

Citations 
1 Congressional Budget Office, Comparing the Compensation of Federal and Private-Sector Employees, 2011 to 2015, 

(April 2017). 

2 Bureau of Labor Statistics: National Compensation Survey, (2016). 
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156 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

ELIMINATE THE SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION'S RESERVE FUND 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to restore the Securities and Exchange Commission's (SEC) accountability to the 
American taxpayer by eliminating its Reserve Fund, created by the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act (the Dodd-Frank Act). 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from 0 -50 -50 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-50 -50 -50 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-50 -50 -50 -50 -200 450 

Created by the Dodd-Frank Act, the SEC's mandatory Reserve Fund has come to represent an extension 
of the Agency's regular appropriation rather than the emergency reserve it was intended to be. This proposal 
would restore SEC's accountability by diverting Reserve Fund resources to the General Fund for deficit 
reduction and requiring the SEC to request any additional appropriations from the Congress. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

REFORM THE POSTAL SERVICE 
Other Independent Agencies 

157 

The Budget proposes to reform the United States Postal Service (USPS) to allow the agency to meet its 
financial and serviceobl igationswith business revenue, as intended, rather than a taxpayer-financedbai lout. 
The reform proposal includes changes to USPS's rate setting, delivery schedule and methods, and updated 
health and pension costs consistent with Government-wide reforms proposed for all Federal employees. 

2018 2019 

R:Jstal Reform (R:Jstal Service 
Effects, Off-Budget, No -510 -3,154 
PAYGO) ... 

R:Jstal Reform (OPM Effects, -2,297 -1,531 On-Budget, f¥\.YGO) .... 

Total. .. -2,807 -4,685 

Justification 

2020 

-2,689 

-2,182 

-4,871 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2021 2022 2023 

-2,286 -1,977 -2,335 

-2,505 -2,946 -2,569 

-4,791 -4,923 -4,904 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-1,816 -1,586 -1,342 -1,325 -10,616 -19,020 

-3,097 -3,209 -3,334 -3,330 -11,461 -27,000 

-4,913 -4,795 -4,676 -4,655 -22,077 -46,020 

The USPS has reported multi-billion dollar losses since 2007, and since 2012 has prioritized payments 
to employees and vendors, while defaulting on $34 billion in required payments to the Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM) for current and former employee benefits costs. 

The Budget proposes a combination of operational reforms and retiree health and pension changes to 
restore solvency to the Postal Service and ensure that it funds existing commitments to current and former 
employees from business revenues rather than taxpayer funds. Operational reforms include changes to 
how rates are set, modification of USPS's delivery schedule, and use of more efficient delivery methods. In 
addition to Government-wide changes to Health and Pension programs (see the Office of Personnel 
Management section), the Budget proposes specific Postal reforms designed to better align Postal benefits 
with Government-wide standards and more accurately reflect the true cost of Postal pensions by using 
demographic factors specific to Postal Service employees. 

In total, the Budget estimates that these reforms will reduce the unified budget deficit by $46 billion over 
10 years and result in on-budget savings of $27 billion as the Postal Service resumes statutory payments 
to the Retiree Health Benefits Fund and other on-budget OPM accounts. 
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158 2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

RESTRUCTURE THE CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION BUREAU 
Other Independent Agencies 

The Budget proposes to restructure the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB), limit the Agency's 
mandatory funding in 2018, and provide discretionary appropriations to fund the Agency beginning in 2019. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -145 -650 -683 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-700 -726 -745 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-764 -784 -804 -826 -2,910 -6,833 

Restructuring the CFPB to refocus its efforts on enforcing enacted consumer protection laws is a necessary 
first step to scale back harmful regulatory impositions and prevent future regulatory hurdles that stunt 
economic growth and ultimately hurt the consumers that CFPB was originally created to protect. 
Furthermore, subjecting the reformed Agency to the appropriations process would provide the oversight 
necessary to impose financial discipline and prevent future overreach of the Agency into consumer advocacy 
and activism. 
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2018 MAJOR SAVINGS AND REFORMS 

SPECTRUM LICENSE FEE 
Other Independent Agencies 

159 

The Budget proposes to provide the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) with new authority to 
use economic mechanisms, such as fees, as a spectrum management tool. 

2018 2019 2020 

Proposed Change from -50 -150 -300 Current Law .... 

Justification 

2021 

Funding Sunnary 
(In millions of dollars) 

2022 2023 

-450 -500 -500 

2024 2025 2026 2027 2018-22 2018-27 

-500 -500 -500 -500 -1,450 -3,950 

To promote the efficient use of the electromagnetic spectrum, the Administration proposes to provide the 
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) with new authority to use economic mechanisms, such as fees, 
as a spectrum management tool. The FCC would be authorized to set user fees on unauctioned spectrum 
I icenses based on spectrum-management principles. Fees would be phased in over time as part of an ongoing 
rulemaking process to determine the appropriate application and level for fees that maximizes spectrum 
utilization. 
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To: Beck, Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov]; Bennett, Tate[Bennett.Tate@epa.gov]; Bolen, 
Brittany[bolen .brittany@epa .gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman. Liz@epa.gov]; Brown, 
Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Chmielewski, Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov]; Davis, 
Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Ferguson, 
Lincoln[ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Ford, Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.gov]; Fotouhi, 
David[fotouhi.david@epa.gov]; Freire, JP[Freire.JP@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy[graham.amy@epa.gov]; 
Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, 
Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Hale, Michelle[hale.michelle@epa.gov]; Hupp, 
Millan[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Hupp, Sydney[hupp.sydney@epa.gov]; Jackson, 
RyanUackson.ryan@epa.gov]; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov]; Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.gov]; 
Lyons, Troy[lyons.troy@epa.gov]; McMurray, Forrest[mcmurray.forrest@epa.gov]; Munoz, 
Charles[munoz.charles@epa.gov]; Palich, Christian[palich.christian@epa.gov]; Ringel, 
Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.gov]; Schwab, Justin[schwab.justin@epa.gov]; Wagner, 
Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan[wilcox.jahan@epa.gov] 
From: Hupp, Sydney 
Sent: Mon 5/22/2017 12:08:34 PM 
Subject: Budget Info From Holly 

Good morning! Attached is a draft summary document of the 2018 EPA President's Budget, 
called the Budget in Brief. This is still internal, pre-deliberative, and NOT to be shared until 
after the budget is released on Tuesday. 

Thank you! 

Sydney Hupp 

Executive Scheduler 

Office of tr1e Administrator 

202.816.1659 (c) 
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To: Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov] 
Cc: Hopkins, Daniei[Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov]; Walters, Margaret[Walters.Margaret@epa.gov]; 
Hyde, Courtney[Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov]; Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov]; Wolfe, 
Michaei[Wolfe.Michael@epa.gov] 
From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Thur 6/15/2017 11 :33:10 AM 
Subject: RE: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hi Jackie, 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

· · · · ~ Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process ! 
,.~.~-~~~--~--~~~~~-~-.!?._?.~.~-~~~~--~~~-~~~~-.P..~~~~.?-~~-~-~?.~1_1!.~~-!.~~P.?.~~-~-!~.-t~~-?~~-~~t-·g~~~!.~?.~-L,:,:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:o:i. 
i i 

: Ex. 5- Deliberative Process : 
l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

7. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star 
program. 

!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
! i 
! i 
! i 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! i 
! i 
! ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

If you are OK with that, please cc OPMO on your reply to Jessie and Matthew. 

Thanks, 

-Steve 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 4:32PM 
To: LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hopkins, Daniel <Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov>; Walters, Margaret 
<Walters.Margaret@epa.gov>; Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov>; Clarke, Deirdre 
<clarke .deirdre@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 2:06PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie 
Cc: Hopkins, Daniel 

Subject: RE: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hi Jackie, 

Clarke, Deirdre 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

7. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star 
program. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 000017 56-00002 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Please let us know what you think, thanks. 

-Steve 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 12:57 PM 
To: LaRue, Steven ::::L_;:t_KJ~:'1i~Y~!@~llihg<2Y 
Cc: Hopkins, Daniel <!j_QQIIQJJU~~ill~~~lNY 

Subject: FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Clarke, Deirdre 

Hi Steve. Here are our draft answers to question 7a and b. Let us know if you have any 

r_,QQ,,!!!~Q~£Q!'!!'!'E~:::::~:::::::i5~:i:i:~:~:i~i~~:i~ii~~~:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::ll 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy 
Star products? 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 000017 56-00003 
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b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced 
due to Energy Star products? 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie Clarke, Deirdre 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan ::::1JJ!2sj:Jii<~!Q!l@tl:lill:I@JI~L~2Y Saltman, Tamara 

LaRue, Steven 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 000017 56-00004 
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We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 000017 56-00005 
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To: Lubetsky, Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov]; 
Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov] 
Cc: Haman, Patricia[Haman.Patricia@epa.gov] 
From: Davis, Matthew 
Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 8:05:13 PM 
Subject: FW: By COB Friday 6/16: Respond to QFRs from May 19 House E&C drinking water hearing 

From QFRs on drinking water in front of HEC, a number of other topics were raised in 
questions, and our colleague Matt K is farming out the questions. Based on his break-down and 
my quick skim, it looks like OAR got off pretty lightly, with just these ENERGY STAR 
questions: 

7. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star 
program. 

Text of response 

a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy 
Star products? 

Text of response 

b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced 
due to Energy Star products? 

Text of response 

ED _001333A_00001757 -00001 
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From: Klasen, Matthew 
Sent: Monday, June 12,2017 3:04PM 
To: Peck, Gregory <Peck.Gregory@epa.gov>; Orvin, Chris <Orvin.Chris@epa.gov>; Lubetsky, 
Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Schmit, Ryan <schmit.ryan@epa.gov>; Jakob, Avivah 
<Jakob.Avivah@epa.gov>; Emmerson, Caroline <Emmerson.Caroline@epa.gov>; Folkemer, 
Nathaniel <Folkemer.Nathaniel@epa.gov>; Mills, Derek <Mills.Derek@epa.gov>; Tmdeau, 
Shaun <Tmdeau.Shaun@epa.gov>; Linkins, Samantha <Linkins.Samantha@epa.gov>; Kime, 
Robin <Kime.Robin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kaiser, Sven-Erik <Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov>; Bomm, Denis <Bomm.Denis@epa.gov>; 
Kuhn, Kevin <Kuhn.Kevin@epa.gov>; Levine, Carolyn <Levine.Carolyn@epa.gov>; Snyder, 
Raquel <Snyder.Raquel@epa.gov>; Janifer, Pamela <Janifer.Pamela@epa.gov>; Williams, Thea 
<Williams.Thea@epa.gov>; Moody, Christina <Moody.Christina@epa.gov>; Blizzard, James 
<Blizzard.J ames@epa.gov>; Davis, Matthew <Davis .Matthew@epa.gov>; Haman, Patricia 
<Haman.Patricia@epa.gov> 
Subject: By COB Friday 6/16: Respond to QFRs from May 19 House E&C drinking water 
hearing 
Importance: High 

Hi folks, 

I'm re-sending my earlier note just to correct a mistaken date in my earlier message 
(thanks Nate for catching it). 

The subject line of my first note was correct: Due date is this Friday, June 16. Meeting my 
earlier May 19 deadline would have been a slight challenge. See revision below. 

Thanks, 
Matt 

Hi everyone, 

ED _001333A_00001757 -00002 
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Last Friday, we received a set of Questions for the Record from a May 19 House Energy & 
Commerce drinking water hearing. As many of you remember, we sent in a ru;5]till~I01J[Q[Jlli~ 

for that hearing in lieu of a witness, and we offered to take QFRs. Fortunately or 
unfortunately, the QFRs have arrived. 

I'm helping to compile the responses on behalf of OCIR, so I'd like to ask for draft 
responses by COB this Friday, l\iay 19 June 16. 

Notes on This Assignment 

•CCCCCDDD I've attached a Word version of the incoming QFRs, which I've color-coded based 
on the AAship I think is most appropriate to answer the question. Below my signature block, 
I've summarized the assignments in a quick table, including both the office I think is best able to 
write the response and other offices who may have equities in the response. Feel free to let me 
know if you think another office is better able to respond. 

o In most cases, assigning the responses was easy, but some questions do run across multiple 
programs (for example, questions on Flint, PFCs, climate change, and conflicts of interest). 

•DDCDCDCD In some cases (mostly for budget and BOSC questions), I found some language 
from the web or from prior QFRs that may be helpful in drafting our response. I've added that 
language in the text of the response or as margin comments. 

•DCDDCDCC Some of the questions are formatted as multi-part and sequential, and I've 
separated each part of each question as if we will provide a separate answer to each part of the 
question. However, if we think it will be easier to respond to a few sequential questions 
together, rather than one at a time, feel free to suggest doing so. 

•DCCCCCCD Please send your responses to me, and if you're not OW, please also CC your 
normal OCIR contact so that they're aware. If it's easier, I've also added the attached document 
to One Drive or via the link below. Feel free to use One Drive if that works best for you, 
and if so, just let me (and your OCIR liaisons) know when your pieces have been added. 

•DDCCDCDC Once I compile all the responses, I'll send them around for a quick internal-EPA 
review (shooting for early next week) so that everyone can see the full set of proposed responses. 

ED _001333A_00001757 -00003 
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Please let me know if you have any questions, and thanks in advance for your help! 

Best, 
Matt 

Matt Klasen 
U.S Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Congressional Affairs 
WJC North 3443P 
202-566-0780 
cell (202) 505-0787 

TRIAGE OF HOUSE ENERGY & COMMERCE QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 

Office Assigned Questions #Questions Assigned to Others, but May Be Of 
Interest 

ow Pallone 1-18, 20-21, 27, 33-36, 33 Shimkus 2 
38-42 

Pallone 22-23, 30-32, 37 
Cardenas 2-4 

Cardenas 1 
ORD Pallone 24-26, 28-29 16 Pallone 20-21, 27 

Tonko 1, la-Ic; 2, 2a-d, 4 Tonko 3b 

Cardenas 1 
OECA Pallone 19, 22-23, 30-32 6 Pallone 14-15, 20-21, 33 
OAR Tonko 7, 7a-7b 3 
OCSPP Pallone 37 3 

Tonko 5, Sa 
OGC Tonko 3, 3a-b 3 Pallone 14, 16 
OP Tonko 6, 6a 2 Pallone 17, Pallone 38-42 
OA/OCIR Shimkus 1-2 2 

ED _001333A_00001757 -00004 
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To: Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov]; Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov] 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Saltman, 
Tamara[Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov]; LaRue, Steven[LaRue.Steven@epa.gov] 
From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 7:35:05 PM 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set ofQFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 000017 59-00001 
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To: LaRue, Steven[LaRue.Steven@epa.gov]; Wolfe, Michaei[Wolfe.Michael@epa.gov]; Lubetsky, 
Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Mroz, Jessica[mroz.jessica@epa.gov]; Saltman, 
Tamara[Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov]; Ashley, Jackie[Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov]; Terry, 
Sara[Terry.Sara@epa.gov]; Strine, Lora[Strine.Lora@epa.gov]; Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov]; 
Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov]; Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]; Edwards, 
Jonathan[Edwards.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Cyran, Carissa[Cyran. Carissa@epa.gov]; Hyde, 
Courtney[Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov]; Millett, John[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; 
Burch, Julia[Burch.Julia@epa.gov] 
Cc: Haman, Patricia[Haman.Patricia@epa.gov]; Thundiyil, Karen[Thundiyii.Karen@epa.gov]; 
Knapp, Kristien[Knapp.Kristien@epa.gov] 
From: Davis, Matthew 
Sent: Tue 6/20/2017 10:27:59 PM 
Subject: transcript HAC EPA FY2018 budget hearing, June 15 2017 

Attached is the preliminary transcript for the FY18 budget hearing, with gray highlighting that I 
did quickly to pull out the OAR-related items, as best I could do in a quick skim through. 

Hope it's helpful, 

Matthew 

Matthew H. Davis 

Office of Congressional Affairs 

U.S. EPA 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW, MC 1301A 

Washington, DC 20460 

(202) 564-1267 

ED _00 1333A_OOOO 1782-00001 
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To: Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov] 
Cc: Hopkins, Daniei[Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov]; Walters, Margaret[Walters.Margaret@epa.gov]; 
Hyde, Courtney[Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov]; Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov] 
From: LaRue, Steven 
Sent: Wed 6/14/2017 6:05:43 PM 
Subject: RE: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hi Jackie, 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

·--~-~-!~.~J?:!':X<?.~!-.~~~E<?.~_s_~~--t~.?--~~~--~~~--1:1~~.: ...... ! ----~E_x~·-5_-~D_e~l_ib_e~ra_t~iv_e_P~r_o~c_e~s_s ____ ~ 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

-Steve 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 12:57 PM 
To: LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hopkins, Daniel <Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov>; Walters, Margaret 
<Walters.Margaret@epa.gov>; Hyde, Courtney <Hyde.Courtney@epa.gov>; Clarke, Deirdre 
<clarke .deirdre@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

ED _001333A_00001787 -00001 
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Hi Steve. Here are our draft answers to question 7a and b. Let us know if you have any 
cone ems or comments r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex:-·s·~-·oeiiileraiive._Process-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process ! 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy 
Star products? 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced 
due to Energy Star products? 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

ED _00 1333A_OOOO 1787-00002 
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From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie Clarke, Deirdre 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan Saltman, Tamara 

LaRue, Steven ::::ld!!SJ~~~llif!~f!ll~ 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 

ED _00 1333A_OOOO 1787-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

To: Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov] 
Cc: Haeuber, Richard[Haeuber.Richard@epa.gov]; Orehowsky, 
Karen[Orehowsky.Karen@epa.gov]; Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov] 
From: Macy, Taylor 
Sent: Fri 6/9/2017 12:49:45 PM 
Subject: RE: request for list of Comments on EO 13777 

Hi Deirdre, 

I attached the most updated file. There is also a working file in the S drive (S: ->Trump 
Administrative Actions -> Regulatory Reform -> Regulatory Reform under EO 13 777 -> Docket 
EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190 ->Docket Summary.xls) that is continuously updated as I go through 
the comments. 

Taylor 

From: Clarke, Deirdre 
Sent: Thursday, June 8, 2017 10:27 AM 
To: Macy, Taylor <macy.taylor@epa.gov> 
Cc: Haeuber, Richard <Haeuber.Richard@epa.gov>; Orehowsky, Karen 
<Orehowsky.Karen@epa.gov>; Krieger, Jackie <Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov> 
Subject: request for list of Comments on EO 13777 

Hi Taylor, 

Rumor has it you've been working on cataloging comments from the regulatory docket related to 
EO 13777. Do you mind sending that to me? The OAR IO sent me a note this morning asking for 
a copy of whatever you've been able to pull together so far. Thanks so much. 

Deirdre 

Deirdre Clarke 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001794-00001 
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Office of Atmospheric Programs 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202-343-9296 I ~~~~~R:!NY 

RPCV Tanzania '12- - '15 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001794-00002 
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To: Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov]; VonDemHagen, 
Rebecca[VonDemHagen.Rebecca@epa.gov]; Strine, Lora[Strine.Lora@epa.gov]; Terry, 
Sara[Terry.Sara@epa.gov]; Meekins, Tanya[Meekins.Tanya@epa.gov]; Marbury, 
Cand ice[Marbury. Candice@epa .gov] 
Cc: Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]; Cyran, Carissa[Cyran.Carissa@epa.gov]; Lubetsky, 
Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Matthews, Barbara[Matthews.Barbara@epa.gov]; Carroll, 
Maria[ carroll. maria@epa.gov]; Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton. tia@epa.gov]; 
Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Noonan, Jenny[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Ferguson, 
Rafaela[Ferguson. Rafae la@epa .gov] 
From: Hamilton, Sabrina 
Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 10:52:00 AM 
Subject: OAR Preview Overdue Report for Week Ending May 13, 2017 

OAR Correspondence Coordinators: 

This week's report is 24 pages long and should contain the list of controls that are in a holding 
pattern. OEX is still awaiting guidance to provide to the program offices on how to respond 
appropriately to some letters. Do not submit a "request for extension" for any old controls that 
we are awaiting guidance for. 

Please review the attached report for conespondence due from your program office. If you have 
any questions or need assistance, please contact me. Thanks 

Sabrina 

Sabrina Hamilton 
Air and Radiation Liaison Specialist 

and FOIA Coordinator 
Office of Air and Radiation- Correspondence Unit 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. (6101-A) 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Tel: (202) 564-1083 
Fax: (202) 501-0600 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001809-00001 
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To: Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov]; VonDemHagen, 
Rebecca[VonDemHagen.Rebecca@epa.gov]; Strine, Lora[Strine.Lora@epa.gov]; Terry, 
Sara[Terry.Sara@epa.gov]; Meekins, Tanya[Meekins.Tanya@epa.gov]; Marbury, 
Candice[Marbury.Candice@epa.gov] 
Cc: Lewis, Josh[Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]; Cyran, Carissa[Cyran.Carissa@epa.gov]; Lubetsky, 
Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Matthews, Barbara[Matthews.Barbara@epa.gov]; Carroll, 
Maria[ carroll. maria@epa.gov]; Krieger, Jackie[Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton. tia@epa.gov]; 
Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Noonan, Jenny[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Ferguson, 
Rafaela[Ferguson. Rafae la@epa .gov] 
From: Hamilton, Sabrina 
Sent: Tue 5/2/2017 7:27:53 PM 
Subject: FW: OAR Preview Overdue Report for Week Ending May 06, 2017 

OAR Correspondence Coordinators: 

Warning: This week's report is 26 pages long and should contain the list of controls that 
were extended by OEX. Please review the attached report for correspondence due 
from your program office and submit extension requests if your program office will not 
respond to particular correspondence this vveek. 

If you have any questions or need assistance, please contact me. Thanks 

Sabrina 

Sabrina Hamilton 
Air and Radiation Liaison Specialist 

and FOIA Coordinator 
Office of Air and Radiation- Correspondence Unit 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. (6101-A) 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Tel: (202) 564-1083 
Fax: (202) 501-0600 

ED _001333A_00001813-00001 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

To: Lubetsky, Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; LaRue, Steven[LaRue.Steven@epa.gov] 
Cc: Snyder, Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov]; Mroz, 
Jessica[mroz.jessica@epa.gov]; Davis, Matthew[Davis.Matthew@epa.gov] 
From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Tue 6/13/2017 2:04:00 PM 
Subject: FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hi Jonathan, Steve: Re the question about providing an annual cost estimate for EPA to run the 
ES program, do either of you know if we've received a similar question in the past, and what 
response we provided to the Congress? I guess we have the same question for 7a and 7b also. 
Let us know- thanks. 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie <Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov>; Clarke, Deirdre <clarke.deirdre@epa.gov> 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Saltman, Tamara 
<Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov>; LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001827-00001 
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Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001827-00002 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Snyder, Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Moss, Jacob[Moss.Jacob@epa.gov] 
Bullard, Pamela[Bullard.Pamela@epa.gov]; Hopkins, Daniei[Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov] 
Krieger, Jackie 

Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 8:37:57 PM 
Subject: FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hi Carolyn: We've received a QFR (attached, from a drinking water hearing) on Energy Star 
funding. I've shared with Reid and asked OPMO if we might confer tomorrow morning on 
pulling together our response. Apparently the questions come from Rep Tonko (D-NY). 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie <Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov>; Clarke, Deirdre <clarke.deirdre@epa.gov> 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Saltman, Tamara 
<Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov>; LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001829-00001 
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Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hopkins, Daniei[Hopkins.Daniel@epa.gov] 
Bullard, Pamela[Bullard.Pamela@epa.gov] 
Krieger, Jackie 
Mon 6/12/2017 8:36:27 PM 
FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

I sent this too fast and realized that I did not cc you- sorry! I'll forward this to Carolyn now and 
perhaps we can talk in the morning on our approach to pulling together the answer © 

From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 4:31 PM 
To: LaRue, Steven <LaRue.Steven@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hi Steve. We need to confer with you all in OPMO on our approach to these answer. Reid and I 
just talked- he may chat with Betsy also. Perhaps we can find a time to talk tomorrow morning? 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie Clarke, Deirdre 
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <!"-Yl25~l~s:L!ill:llilllillJt@Qlli!~2Y• Saltman, Tamara 

LaRue, Steven 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

ED _001333A_00001831-00001 
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I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & Commerce 
drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that hearing in lieu of a 
witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR ask about Energy Star. There 
is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for consistency. 

We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get them back to 
me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 
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To: Davis, Matthew[Davis.Matthew@epa.gov]; Lubetsky, Jonathan[Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; 
Clarke, Deirdre[clarke.deirdre@epa.gov] 
Cc: Haman, Patricia[Haman.Patricia@epa.gov] 
From: Krieger, Jackie 
Sent: Mon 6/12/2017 8:28:26 PM 
Subject: RE: By COB Friday 6/16: Respond to QFRs from May 19 House E&C drinking water hearing 

Thanks© We got these separately from Jessica also. Tamara and Steve La Rue were copied on 
that note. We have to talk with OPMO on strategy for these questions. In addition, it would be 
helpful to know who specifically this came from, if you know? 

From: Davis, :Matthew 
Sent: Monday, June 12,2017 4:05PM 
To: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Krieger, Jackie 
<Krieger.Jackie@epa.gov>; Clarke, Deirdre <clarke.deirdre@epa.gov> 
Cc: Haman, Patricia <Haman.Patricia@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: By COB Friday 6/16: Respond to QFRs from May 19 House E&C drinking water 
hearing 
Importance: High 

From QFRs on drinking water in front of HEC, a number of other topics were raised in 
questions, and our colleague Matt K is farming out the questions. Based on his break-down and 
my quick skim, it looks like OAR got offpretry lightly, with just these ENERGY STAR 
questions: 

7. Please provide an average annual cost estimate for EPA to run its Energy Star 
program. 

Text of response 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00001835-00001 
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a. Since 1992, how much have consumers saved in their utility bills due to Energy 
Star products? 

Text of response 

b. Since 1992, how many tons of greenhouse gas emissions have been reduced 
due to Energy Star products? 

Text of response 

From: Klasen, Matthew 
Sent: Monday, June 12,2017 3:04PM 
To: Peck, Gregory 
Jonathan :::::!d~~UQllitlllim{fe_g~~ 

Borum, Denis <1-l""'"m IJ'Cmts(c,Qcrla.~~o 

Levine, Carolyn Snyder, 
Janifer, Pamela :::::J1llill~~~li!f!~2.l:hJgQY Williams, Thea 

Moody, Christina Blizzard, James 
Davis, Matthew Haman, Patricia 

Subject: By COB Friday 6/16: Respond to QFRs from May 19 House E&C drinking water 
hearing 
Importance: High 

Hi folks, 
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I'm re-sending my earlier note just to correct a mistaken date in my earlier message 
(thanks Nate for catching it). 

The subject line of my first note was correct: Due date is this Friday, June 16. Meeting my 
earlier May 19 deadline would have been a slight challenge. See revision below. 

Thanks, 
Matt 

Hi everyone, 

Last Friday, we received a set of Questions for the Record from a May 19 House Energy & 
Commerce drinking water hearing. As many of you remember, we sent in a ~5Jtlli~IOJJ[Q[Jlli~ 

for that hearing in lieu of a witness, and we offered to take QFRs. Fortunately or 
unfortunately, the QFRs have arrived. 

I'm helping to compile the responses on behalf of OCIR, so I'd like to ask for draft 
responses by COB this Friday, l\iay 19 June 16. 

Notes on This Assignment 

•CCCCCDDD I've attached a Word version of the incoming QFRs, which I've color-coded based 
on the AAship I think is most appropriate to answer the question. Below my signature block, 
I've summarized the assignments in a quick table, including both the office I think is best able to 
write the response and other offices who may have equities in the response. Feel free to let me 
know if you think another office is better able to respond. 

o In most cases, assigning the responses was easy, but some questions do run across multiple 
programs (for example, questions on Flint, PFCs, climate change, and conflicts of interest). 
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•[[[J[J[J[J[J[ In some cases (mostly for budget and BOSC questions), I found some language 
from the web or from prior QFRs that may be helpful in drafting our response. I've added that 
language in the text of the response or as margin comments. 

•[[[[][][[[ Some of the questions are formatted as multi-part and sequential, and I've 
separated each part of each question as if we will provide a separate answer to each part of the 
question. However, if we think it will be easier to respond to a few sequential questions 
together, rather than one at a time, feel free to suggest doing so. 

•[[[[[[][][] Please send your responses to me, and if you're not OW, please also CC your 
normal OCIR contact so that they're aware. If it's easier, I've also added the attached document 
to OneDrive or via the link below. Feel free to use OneDrive if that works best for you, 
and if so, just let me (and your OCIR liaisons) know when your pieces have been added. 

•[[[[[[[[ Once I compile all the responses, I'll send them around for a quick internal-EPA 
review (shooting for early next week) so that everyone can see the full set of proposed responses. 

Please let me know if you have any questions, and thanks in advance for your help! 

Best, 
Matt 

Matt Klasen 
U.S Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Congressional Affairs 
WJC North 3443P 
202-566-0780 
cell (202) 505-0787 

TRIAGE OF HOUSE ENERGY & COMMERCE QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 

Office Assigned Questions # Questions Assigned to Others, but May Be Of 
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Interest 
ow Pallone 1-18, 20-21, 27, 33-36, 33 Shimkus 2 

38-42 
Pallone 22-23, 30-32, 37 

Cardenas 2-4 
Cardenas 1 

ORD Pallone 24-26, 28-29 16 Pallone 20-21, 27 

Tonko 1, la-Ic; 2, 2a-d, 4 Tonko 3b 

Cardenas 1 
OECA Pallone 19, 22-23, 30-32 6 Pallone 14-15, 20-21, 33 
OAR Tonko 7, 7a-7b 3 
OCSPP Pallone 37 3 

Tonko 5, Sa 
OGC Tonko 3, 3a-b 3 Pallone 14, 16 
OP Tonko 6, 6a 2 Pallone 17, Pallone 38-42 
OA/OCIR Shimkus 1-2 2 
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To: Lupinacci, Jean[Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov]; Jacobs, Cindy[Jacobs.Cindy@epa.gov] 
From: Zatz, Michael 
Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 7:12:56 PM 
Subject: FW: May 18 Energy Star Advocacy Workshop Postponed 

FYI 

Michael Zatz 
Chief, Market Sectors Group 
ENERGY STAR Commercial & Industrial Branch 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Tel: 202-343-9152 
E-mail: ~illliQl~~Qfu9Q':! 

From: Audi Banny [mailto:audi.banny=imt.org@mail50.suw17.mcsv.net] On Behalf Of Audi 
Banny 
Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2017 1:58 PM 
To: Zatz, Michael <Zatz.Michael@epa.gov> 
Subject: May 18 Energy Star Advocacy Workshop Postponed 

May 2017 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hi Jean-

Lupinacci, Jean[Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov] 
Duane Desiderio 
Mon 5/1/2017 3:35:50 PM 
FY'17 Omni -- and SPAC meeting 

Congrats on great ENERGY STAR dinner last week! 

I'm sure you're aware by now, but Hill staff released remainder FY' 17 budget bill text early this 
mommg. 

EPA appropriations starts on p. 824- p. 844. See attached. 

Not that we were expecting any problems for the rest of FY' 17. But 1 see no mention or 
ENERGY STAR- cutting or otherwise- in the bill. (For that matter, I see no mention of budget 
issues for climate programs generally.) 

Which I take to mean that ENERGY STAR funded for the rest ofFY' 17 through Sept. 30. 

Also -Could we touch base tomorrow on SP AC meeting potential invites? Perhaps a call 
tomorrow@ 10 am? (Free at other points throughout the day.) 

Thanks, Duane 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 000021 00-00001 
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To: Lupinacci, Jean[Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov]; Zatz, Michaei[Zatz.Michael@epa.gov]; Hodges, 
Lauren[hodges.lauren@epa.gov]; Hutchison, Alena[Hutchison.Aiena@epa.gov] 
From: Lawson, Jerry 
Sent: Mon 5/15/2017 1:11 :52 PM 
Subject: FW: Our Open Comment to the EPA 

FYI 

From: EEN [mailto:een@een.emailnb.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 7:35PM 
To: Lawson, Jerry <Lawson.Jerry@epa.gov> 
Subject: Our Open Comment to the EPA 

sweeter." 
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Evamgelieal EmMirommemtal l¥,letwar~ · 1&1mite€i Sltates 
tJlis email was semi ta ~· 812a sla~ recei,..img emails, olicl'< IJ!e~e. 
au (}am alsa l<ee~ til~ witiTI EMamgelical Erzn.tirommerntal 1¥,1etwai"K am Cllwit1Jer or !':l!!!!!E~J!!i!~· 

Created with .l'~.<~.ti<,lJL~l.t,J.i.b;l.S:IL software for leaders. 
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To: Lupinacci, Jean[Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov]; Zatz, Michaei[Zatz.Michael@epa.gov]; Jacobs, 
Cindy[Jacobs.Cindy@epa.gov]; Hodges, Lauren[hodges.lauren@epa.gov]; Hutchison, 
Alena[H utch is on .Aiena@epa .gov] 
From: Lawson, Jerry 
Sent: Mon 5/15/2017 11 :40:35 AM 
Subject: Fwd: The Future of Energy Star 

FYI 

Jerry 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Newman Consulting Group, LLC" <J]!ll!}@ill£}YJ!!f!!J&.!Qill@tllgg[Q!!]2c~) 
Date: May 15,2017 at 5:07:07 AM EDT 
To: liDY1ill!l£IJt:Y(f!;~l!Iill.:tlg1.fLZQY 
Subject: The Future of Energy Star 
Reply-To: ~tlru:1@~Y!:!1~Qillillltinggmlll2c~ 

What will we do if we lose Energy Star? 

N LTI G ROU 
Consultants for Energy Efficient and Sustainable Buildings 

Hello 

At the last minute, Congress passed a budget measure that did not significantly cut funding for 
the EPA and programs such as Energy Star. While we dodged that bullet, for now, it's 
important to stay on top of what else the green building industry uses to measure and 
improve building energy efficiency, such as ASHRAE bEQ and effective retrocommissioning. 
Read on to see how we're keeping current. 

In This Issue 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00002226-00001 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

the US Environmental Protection Aa1enc:v in 
non<:>r·trn,ont Of FnArrl\1 

2.5 billiOn tOnS Of flri'>Anhnl 
~~~~~~~~ 

billion on energy bills 
released 

c:\t<:tAITl available. R11ilnir1n 

managers have also Quotient 
success. Read here how these two programs are helping building owners and facility 

managers understand energy use and identify areas for improvement so they can save money 
and create healthier workspaces. 

Back to Top 

Faci 

FaCITf~;mffit8gE3ffiha~ to be mindful of costs of nn,~r<=>l"inn 
sec:1rchlinq for different ways to 

this for older facilities is much more ch<3llenging. 

on of 
and be efficient 

In this article, a guest blogger looks at how successful retrocommission can bring about 
meaningful results. 

Left: Advantages of comprehensive retrocommissioning. 

Back to Top 
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nu 

Lorman Education, a respected provider of continuing education for professionals in the 
construction, legal, business and other fields, recently published a white paper Jim 
Newman. Newman is a member of Lorman's and has conducted 
seminars for them as well. 

J=n,<=>rn"' effic:ier1cy has been the buzzword among uu'''"'" 11!-j 

::~rr~hitPI"'Ir<: for some time now. But if a new ho oilrlirol"'! l"'l'"ln<:tn ll"'fP,rl 

n=m1ov:8terL energy may not be tOCi-OT-mlna 
Attil"'i<=>nl"'u measures can make everyone - the client -

Back to top 

Thanks for the time to read and share this. If you have any or 
you would like us to address send an e-mail to 

~[llli~~~~.!lQ!2mill.!!lllill9Ifllif~, call us at 248-626-4910, connect on Linked In follow 
or like us on Facebook 

LEED AP ASHRAE BEAP & FESD 

Newman Consulting Group. LLC 

You're receiving this email because you are a client, friend or business associate of Newman Consulting 
Group, LLC. Please add to your address book. 
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From: Passe, Jonathan 
Location: DCRoomWJCE54200AP/DC-OAR-OAP 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: ESRB brown bag lunch and Biz Plan review 
Start Date/Time: Mon 1/30/2017 5:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Mon 1/30/2017 6:00:00 PM 

Please your own copy- or your And your lunch. 

We will walk thr.'"'to or•h the documents tnno.::>Hl.::>r lf1t:l,ntrt\/ any needed <:~rlillctrroa,ntc 
open items in Most issues are related to metrics. 

Thank you all for your work on this. 

ED _00 1333A_00003432-0000 1 
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To: Sharpe, Kristinn[Sharpe.Kristinn@epa.gov] 
Cc: Passe, Jonathan[Passe.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Hudson, Rebecca[Hudson.Rebecca@epa.gov]; 
Lang, Brice[lang.brice@epa.gov]; Gamble, Dean[Gamble.Dean@epa.gov] 
From: Shadid, Zachary 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 7:36:58 PM 
Subject: Re: News 

one more recent article that mentions us 

Kristinn - I know you have a google alert for ES related articles, so let me know if you 
want me to stop sending them. 
Zak 

From: Lang, Brice 

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 3:29PM 
To: Shadid, Zachary; Gamble, Dean; Hudson, Rebecca; Passe, Jonathan; Sharpe, Kristinn 

Subject: RE: News 

Also this. Let us hope. 
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Brice Lang 

EPA ENERGY STAR Certified Homes 
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To: Passe, Jonathan[Passe.Jonathan@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Shadid, Zachary[Shadid .Zachary@epa.gov]; Hudson, Rebecca[Hudson .Rebecca@epa.gov] 
McNamara, Maureen 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Fri 3/31/2017 7:38:44 PM 
RE: Clean Energy Contract 

OK thanks for getting back to me so quickly. 

From: Passe, Jonathan 
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2017 3:38PM 
To: McNamara, Maureen <McNamara.Maureen@epa.gov> 
Cc: Shadid, Zachary <Shadid.Zachary@epa.gov>; Hudson, Rebecca 
<Hudson.Rebecca@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Clean Energy Contract 

shouldn't be rr.rnmittirlf1 to contribute !Jhl·•thorlf1 

and have no idea what it be. 
now - since we don't have 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

! Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process ! 
i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

the work inside. 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

U.S. EPA 
343-9793 

From: McNamara, Maureen 
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2017 2:56PM 
To: Passe, Jonathan 
Cc: Shadid, Zachary; Hudson, Rebecca 
Subject: Clean Energy Contract 

Hi Jon 

ED _00 1333A_00003652-0000 1 
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I am checking in on f~::~.o_q_i_Qg_.fgr._t_I}E?._.QI~§D_.~.IJ~[Q.Y __ gQIJJ[§gt§?_L§.!:D._Qy_~[Q!-:1_~.-getting my 
paperwork together.i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~-~~--~--~-I?_E.:I~-~~~<!~iY_E.:.~.~?~~~-:;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·iThe period of 
performance starts in June. 

Can I put you in for the same again? I know everyone is cutting back in general, but with the 
sales force migration still full throttle on top of the regular work I think it makes sense to level 
fund this. 

Let me know, 

Maureen 

ED _001333A_00003652-00002 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Shadid, Zachary[Shadid .Zachary@epa.gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Wed 5/3/2017 4:04:33 PM 
Re: Press coverage today 

I don't think it's appropriate to forward it to partners. 

Jon 
Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

Who can we share this with? 

Contractors, Partners? 

From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Wednesday, May 3, 2017 9:03AM 
To: Sharpe, Kristinn 

wrote: 

Cc: Shadid, Zachary; Zatz, Michael; Kaplan, Katharine; Passe, Jonathan; Bryson, Joe; Macedonia, 
Jennifer; Lupinacci, Jean; Moss, Jacob; Taylor, Gwendolyn; Conlin, Beth; Bailey, Ann 

Subject: Re: Press coverage today 

Also, bipartisan letter from House Representatives: 
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ICYMI: Rachel Maddow and a few other media hits today 

Myron Ebell's quote via email was picked up by DWM's sister publication 
(US Glass News Network) 
here: ntrr"\"lll.l\hi'IAI 

The Center for Biological Diversity FOIA request was picked up by Energy 
ManagerToday: nrn,~·,ui~I'>AIIMan.~rn"'~'~n~nan,~rl<"' 
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To: OAR-OAP-CPPD-ESRB[OAROAPCPPDESRB@epa.gov] 
From: Passe, Jonathan 
Sent: Fri 6/16/2017 8:22:09 PM 
Subject: Slightly Updated ESRB Highlights 

my best to cut it down -- not easy with all the 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

stuff we do! 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Ng, Brian[Ng.Brian@epa.gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Thur 5/18/2017 3:54:40 PM 
Re: This Absence Request has been Approved 

Yes, that's what I was referring to. 

To be clear, I have no idea who has been involved with creating those plans- other than 'not me.' I'm as 
much in the dark as you. 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

>On May 18, 2017, at 10:42 AM, Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov> wrote: 
> 
>Aren't managers supposed to be providing their plans for meeting the proposed budget and staffing 
cuts? I'm pretty sure there's reluctance on OAR's side to add any new staff and even a desire to lower 
FTE levels where possible, at least short-term. 
> 
>Brian 
> 
>-----Original Message----
> From: Passe, Jonathan 
>Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 10:28 AM 
>To: Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov> 
> Subject: Re: This Absence Request has been Approved 
> :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

~ Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy i 
L--~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

> 
> I'm wondering though if there's going to be a short-term reluctance on staffing changes while things are 
still up in air-- even though, from a practical perspective, they've opened up the spigot. I have a strong 
sense that there's a lot going on behind closed doors that no one is talking about. It's frustrating. 
> 
>Jon 
> 
> Jonathan Passe 
>Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
>U.S. EPA 
> (202) 343-9793 
> 
»On May 18, 2017, at 10:10 AM, Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov> wrote: 
>> 
»Only Jeff Morris the office director. He's the one who r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex~·-s-·~·-Personaf"fi"riva-cy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

f-----------------Ex:--s--:--pers-onar-P-riV~ic-y-------------- ---~--------' 
""1.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.: 

>>Brian 
>> 
>> -----Original Message----
>> From: Passe, Jonathan 
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»Sent: Thursday, May 18,2017 10:08 AM 
»To: Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov> 
>> Subject: Re: This Absence Request has been Approved 
>> 
» Okey-dokes. That's weird though. 
>> 
;; Btw f_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_--~-~;_-~---~---~-~-f.~-~-~-~(~~~~~-~y_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_] 

>>Jon 
>> 
>> Jonathan Passe 
»Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
»U.S. EPA 
» (202) 343-9793 
>> 
»>On May 18, 2017, at 9:54AM, Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov> wrote: 
>>> 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1§·~-~---~---=---~-~-~~.!?._r:!.~.~----~-~i_y_~_~>-'---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-___j >>> 
>>>Brian 
>>> 
>>> -----Original Message-----
»> From: Morris.Jeff@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Morris.Jeff@epamail.epa.gov] 
»>Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 9:51 AM 
>>>To: Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov> 
>>> Subject: This Absence Request has been Approved 
>>> 
>>> The following Absence Request has been Approved 
>>> 
»> Employee ld: i~~:~~~-~~:~:i~~~~i:::~~~ Brian Ng .-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. 
»> Department: Energy Star Residential Branch Job Title: Program Analyst ~--·----~~.:.~--=-~~~:;~~-~~--~~~~~~.Y... ______ i 
l~~~~~~t~t~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~!~~~~j~~!iy~-~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
>>> Comments: 
>>> 
>>>Please use the following link to view the transaction: 
f!::?.>-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; . ; 

Ex. 6 - Personal Privacv i ' ~ ; 
~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-J 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Ben Adams[BenAdams@MaGrann.com] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Fri 5/5/2017 12:17:45 PM 
Re: ENERGY STAR & Certified Homes on NPR 

It is! There was also a hi_r.,<>rtic:~>n letter 
EPA HQ in of the program. 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

From: Ben Adams <BenAdams@MaGrann.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, May 2, 2017 9:28AM 

To: Passe, Jonathan; Gamble, Dean; Shadid, Zachary; Hudson, Rebecca 

Subject: FW: ENERGY STAR & Certified Homes on NPR 

Great coverage of ENERGY STAR and ENERGY STAR Certified Homes featuring Steve Byers 
this morning ... ! 

Ben 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00004530-00001 
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To: OAR-OAP-CPPD-ESRB[OAROAPCPPDESRB@epa.gov] 
From: Passe, Jonathan 
Sent: Mon 5/15/2017 4:07:19 PM 
Subject: A few updates from the CPPD Management Mtg 

• Please take the • .. ·v·n.,,inro 

0 All items off of the vents 
0 Remove unauthorized coffee m:::~k,::.,·c: "'"r+"'·hla he<He1rs 
0 Refer to recent email from Melita with checklist of items to be 

President's final is to be released on 23 
0 As we've no are from the 

additional detail added and some restored for GHG r<=>r•nrl:inn 

0 You should not take this to mean that there have been any substantive conversations about 
our program with the Administrator's office 

0 another round of difficult press - but there's nnJ·hintn least for 
0 Still very slow on out of the EPA's l<=><>rl<=>r·c:h•in (clUtl:;ide of Public 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Jon 

jonpassJ-·-·-·-·-E"x::·-·s·-~-·-Pe"i~so-ilarP"rfviicy-·-·-·-·1 
Passe, Jo-natiian-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Wed 6/14/2017 5:12:28 PM 
FW: FEDweek Weekly Issue: Wed, June 14,2017 

Jonathan Passe 

Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

(202} 343-9793 

From: FEDweek Weekly Newsletter [mai!to:fedweek@fedweek.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 10:14 AM 
To: Passe, Jonathan <Passe.Jonathan@epa.gov> 
Subject: FEDweek Weekly Issue: Wed, June 14, 2017 
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• 

" 

.. 
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lrrlil>rQ to All Federal Agencies and Libraries are also available for 
ldiscoumts for ALL FEDweek Publications. CallSSS-333-9335 for a quote. 

Please Pass this Information along to Your Colleagues! 
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~~~m: j~~~::.sf;~~;~~~~~~~~~:~~-~~~-~~~f~~ffy_~~x~~~~~~~~~~~~j 
Sent: Wed 5/24/2017 6:20:44 PM 
Subject: FW: FEDweek Weekly Issue: Wed, May 24, 2017 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 

Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

(202) 343-9793 

From: FEDweek Weekly Newsletter [mailto:fedweek@fedweek.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 24, 2017 10:43 AM 
To: Passe, Jonathan <Passe.Jonathan@epa_gov> 
Subject: FEDweek Weekly Issue: Wed, May 24,2017 
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Orders to All Federal Agencies and Libraries are also available for 
ldiscoumts for ALL FEDweek Publications. Call888-333-9335 for a quote. 

Please Pass this Information along to Your Colleagues! 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Montoro, Marta[Montoro .Marta@epa .gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Thur 6/22/2017 5:22:23 PM 
Need to talk with you about the Comms TO PR 

That we put in a few weeks ago ... 

There are some newly emerging budget issues that we need to find a graceful way to negotiate 
around. 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 

Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

(202) 343-9793 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hudson, Rebecca[H udson. Rebecca@epa .gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Sat 6/24/2017 9:51 :48 AM 
Re: can you give me a call? 

on Mond<3.Y let's make sure that we're on the same page here. 

You had [~~:~:::~~,~J and I later gave you another r·::-·--------i records show that we've done PRs 
for t h is T 0 · r-·----------------------------------~-----------------~----------------·-----------------;---- 1 --------; 

·! Ex. 5- Dehberat1ve Process i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Have you put in any paperwork to add scope and/or increase the needed LOE in order to raise the 
of the TO r·~:.·~·~·~:;~~~-:~~i~~-;;::~~-~-j 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

If that would be the first step. You'll need to do a revised SOW and IGCE as 

[_:_~~"=:~~~==·~_rhat the from ICF. 

I believe that we can do the PR to add the funds while we wait for the 
rcn"'"'"'"" make sure that ICF knows that its and what the ex~leclaticm 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

From: Hudson, Rebecca 
Sent: Friday, June 23, 2017 5:50 PM 
To: Passe, Jonathan 
Subject: RE: can you give me a call? 

of that to account 

to come back. 

OK- I'll follow-up with Sharron on Monday regarding the CSRA old TO. I just put in the CSRA 
fully fund PR (you may have seen it come through?) 

I'm still not clear (and I'll check-in with you on Monday) whether I should amend my MFHR PR 
to add a specific$ ask to it. I think the process is that I submit a PR with the IGCE but no $ 
amount that I am asking to be obligated and then when th~-9~<?.!~--~~1!.!~?.-.~-~-~~--!-~~-f>B _ _i:; _________________ _ 

___________________ 9_':!1_E?_IJQ~9-,to the approved amount. I could amend the PR L.----------~~----~--~-_g_e._l~-~~!~-t~~~--~!~-~'=-~~-------------j 
i Ex.S-DeliberativeProcess isince it will be a while before everything gets sent to ICF. 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00005429-00001 
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Thanks, 

Rebecca 

Rebecca Hudson 

ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

202-343-9862 

For CSRA: 
:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
~ ! 
i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process ! 

1·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

For ICF: 
:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ' . 
! Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
!.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

Those numbers are fine. I will tell you the 

Would be 
breathe. 

if we were able to reclaim[~~~-~:~~~~.::~:::~~~hrough a n,::> .. nntr,::>._nn but I'm not to hold my 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ___ ! 

Sharron and if she can hook you up. 

ED _001333A_00005429-00002 
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Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

U.S. EPA 
343-9793 

From: Hudson, Rebecca 
Sent: Friday, June 23, 2017 9:18AM 
To: Passe, Jonathan 
Subject: RE: can you give me a call? 

Sent my PR for CSRA. Per my earlier email, let me know if I should amend the MF PR to 
include a dollar amount. 

Thanks! 

Rebecca Hudson 

ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

202-343-9862 

ED _001333A_00005429-00003 
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To: 
From: 

Shadid, Zachary[Shadid .Zachary@epa.gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Fri 6/9/2017 12:37:21 PM 
Re: partner meeting costs 

Mond<3Y is fine ... There's other 
don't have all the needed info 

stuff that will need to be considered as of this as well that I 

this we'll need to find a way to shake loose the 
needed funds from somewhere. 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

From: Shadid, Zachary 
Sent: Friday, June 9, 2017 7:53 AM 
To: Passe, Jonathan 
Subject: Re: partner meeting costs 

Indeed. Do you want to discuss sometime today or just pick this up on Monday? 

What a mess! 

Yes, of course we will do what we need to do to help make sure that the meeting can go forward this 
year. 

I can work with Zak (and Hewan) to figure out the best way for us to pitch in to help defray costs. 

Jon 
Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

Hi, 

wrote: 

As I think you know, Hewan is working through the cost implications of not having sponsors for 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00005458-00001 
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the partner meeting this fall, as originally anticipated when we submitted our 5170. The bottom 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
i ! 

1 Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 

! ~ 

e~:~:~~~~-~~~~~~~~~f~~~~T~Y~~~-~?:~~~-~~~~~~~~~~T"fi·"f1;~-·=oK··~·fft{··v~~--~--H·~~-~-~=-·p=~~p-~~~=~-·i~=-h·~=~~--=~~(~··=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·=.·,·-·J 
detailed discussions with Zach and Alena to figure out what might make sense. 

Thanks for considering, 

Ann 

Ann Bailey 

Chief, ENERGY STAR Product Labeling Branch 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Phone: 202-343-9023 

<image002.jpg> 
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Cc: 
To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Lang, Brice[lang. brice@epa. gov]; Casey M urphy[casey. murphy@icfi. com] 
Passe, Jonathan[Passe.Jonathan@epa.gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Fri 4/7/20171:55:42 PM 
ESVI Close-out notes 

• r-·E·~:-;·~-o~li·b"~-;~~i~~-;;~~~~~-~--lcan do no-cost extension. Jon to talk to about 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

• Casey to provide contact info for future ESVI Pilot 
• Brice to contact CSRA to do clean up of old in boxes across the web site 

this. 

• Clean up of how we handle HVAC contractor sites and ltn-.rAc:nnnc:~>c: to 
take first cut and make recommendations 

• Clean up of info page and Brice to coordinate 
to set up Box with old docs we need 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

U.S. EPA 
343-9793 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00005548-00001 
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To: 
From: 

Shadid, Zachary[Shadid.Zachary@epa.gov]; Gamble, Dean[Gamble.Dean@epa.gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 2:45:20 PM 
Subject: Re: Buzz on Trump and ENERGY STAR 

Glad that you sent this to me ... 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

Appli<:mc:e Manufacturers Association/DOE 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

U.S. EPA 
343-9793 

From: Shadid, Zachary 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 9:52AM 

To: Passe, Jonathan 
Subject: Fw: Buzz on Trump and ENERGY STAR 

From: Brett Dillon <brett@ibsadvisorsllc.com> 

Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 2:54 PM 

To: Shadid, Zachary 

Subject: Fwd: Buzz on Trump and ENERGY STAR 

read the last few lines 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00005568-00001 
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Brett Dillon 
CEO 
The Dillon Group, Inc 

423-304-9235 
Sent from my iPhone 
Save our in-boxes! 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Steve Baden" <§.!~!!m@J~~l.illP 
Date: March 10, 2017 at 11 :54:26 CST 
To: "'RESNET Board"' <r§~2££Qfg~~t!J!~> 
Cc: "'Carl Chidlow"' <gill«;~~~Q!!l 
Subject: Buzz on Trump and ENERGY STAR 

To: RESNET Board 

There is quite a "buzz" going on regarding the White House proposal to move 
ENERGY STAR from the EPA to a non-profit organization (see article below). 

I discussed this with our Washington representative Carl Chid low and he cautions 
that a little perspective is needed before getting too excited. First it was an 
announcement from the White House regarding the 2018 federal budget and not 
the actual budget. That submission will not be released until next week. We have 
to wait and see what is actually in the 2018 Trump budget request. 

ED _001333A_00005568-00002 
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Congress will be the final decision maker on this and it is not clear that Congress 
will go along with the proposal. ENERGY STAR has a lot of support from the 
private sector. 

I will be in Washington the first week of April and Carl is arranging a meeting with 
the Heritage Foundation. The announcement sounds a lot like what would come 
from that organization. 

In addition we will be contacting key offices in Congress to judge what reaction is to 
the budget request, if it even makes it to that stage. 

In summary it will be a long process for this to work itself out and let's not get too 
excited until Congress begins to pick up the 2018 budget request. 

We will keep you informed of developments in this field. 

Steve Baden 

RESNET Executive Director 

P.O. Box 4561 

Oceanside, CA 92052 

760-408-5860 

ED _001333A_00005568-00003 
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White House plans to 'close out' Energy Star, other programs 

Climatewire: Monday, March 6, 
2017 

A preliminary budget proposal from the White House would eliminate federal leadership of Energy 
Star, a popular voluntary program for companies to seek labels for energy-efficient consumer 
products and appliances. 

A spending blueprint would slash Energy Star and related programs, leaving $5 million "for the 
closeout or transfer of all the climate protection voluntary partnership programs," noting that 
achieving that might require changes to authorizing legislation from Congress. 

ED _001333A_00005568-00004 
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"EPA should begin developing legislative options and associated groundwork for transferring 
ownership and implementation of Energy Star to a non-governmental entity," the draft reads, 
according to a source who has viewed the document. "EPA should also explore similar transfer 
opportunities for the remaining partnership programs as well." 

The White House and U.S. EPA are still passing the budget back and forth, although President 
Trump wants to cut the agency's $8.2 billion spending by about a quarter to help increase defense 
spending. Congress will also have to sign off on those levels. 

Energy efficiency advocates and state regulators say Energy Star is one of the programs that it 
doesn't make any sense to cut, because it saves people money while benefiting the environment. 

"Some of the most successful programs, mandatory and voluntary, like [the Diesel Emissions 
Reduction Act] and Energy Star, are slated for elimination notwithstanding their bipartisan and 
significant support among stakeholders," said Bill Becker, head of the National Association of Clean 
Air Agencies. 

Energy savings experts say a nongovernmental Energy Star program, perhaps one run by industry, 
would not be as trusted or effective. 

"An internal industry label is not going to be as effective, is not going to be as reliable," said Lowell 
Ungar, senior policy adviser at the American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy (ACEEE). 
"The consumers aren't going to know whether that really is representing energy savings and savings 
in their wallet." 

Ungar called Energy Star the "most successful voluntary energy efficiency program in the world." He 
noted that in surveys, 90 percent of consumers recognize the Energy Star brand. More than 5.5 
billion products have carried the label since the program began in 1992, he said. Buildings also can 
be Energy Star-certified. 

Energy Star spends about $50 million through EPA and $7 million through the Department of 
Energy, according to ACEEE. The Obama administration said it saved consumers and businesses 
$34 billion in electricity costs and prevented more than about 300 million metric tons of greenhouse 
gas emissions in one year while improving ambient air quality. 

Industry trade groups that use the Energy Star label don't want to jeopardize the brand, although 
they have recommended changes to the program over the years. 

Doug Johnson, vice president of technology policy at the Consumer Technology Association, said 
he was "not surprised to see it presented as something that could go away." 

CTA has supported and promoted Energy Star over the years as the "premier public policy for 
advancing energy efficiency in electronics," Johnson said. 

But he noted that aside from government-mandated regulations and labeling programs, voluntary 
agreements can also promote energy efficiency. 

Talking to 'everyone' in White House 

Johnson argues that regulations aren't a good fit for tech products. He said that while voluntary 
labeling systems like Energy Star and EnergyGuide have been the public policy for years, voluntary 
agreements are "growing in importance in North America and overseas." 
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Johnson said the Energy Star "brand could still exist without the formal program, potentially as 
something that is licensed, perhaps." 

He said consumers would know if companies fudge their numbers. 

"Competitors are constantly testing and checking each other's products, that's for sure," he said. 

Ungar countered, however, that "having an independent agency in charge of this provides some 
reliability that the criteria are set at a level that is actually efficient as opposed to what products are 
normally." 

While CTA says innovation is what drives energy efficiency improvements, ACEEE says Energy 
Star plays a big role. 

"Typically, Energy Star tries to set the label at a level that about 25 percent of products meet for a 
given item, and you then can see over the next few years that level increases because companies 
want to achieve and want their products to have the Energy Star [because] it helps sell products," 
Ungar said. 

While CTA generally supports Energy Star, Johnson argues that manufacturers have faced 
increasing costs to participate in the program. 

CTA represents makers of electronic products, like computers, monitors and set-top boxes, which 
account for about 60 percent of electricity savings under Energy Star, according to Johnson. 

A 2010 Government Accountability Office report showed Energy Star's certification process was 
vulnerable to fraud and abuse. GAO was able to get certifications for 15 bogus products. 

After that, Energy Star began requiring third-party certification of energy savings. Johnson says the 
requirement is meant more for appliance manufacturers, though. CTA supported a provision in last 
year's Senate-passed energy bill that would have addressed the requirement. 

The Association of Home Appliance Manufacturers also wants changes to the Energy Star program. 

The Department of Energy had a bigger role with the program before the Obama administration 
shifted authority mostly to EPA, said Kevin Messner, senior vice president of policy and government 
relations with the home appliance group. 

Messner said the association's "main and only push right now" is to move Energy Star back to DOE. 

DOE already handles federal minimum standards that makers of refrigerators, washers and dryers 
must meet, including under EnergyGuide requirements where they must disclose energy use, 
Messner explained. EPA also has been using Energy Star to encourage other kinds of 
environmental improvements outside energy efficiency, Messner argued. 

Messner said AHAM members have had problems because the program is split between two 
agencies that don't coordinate enough. 

"We have been talking to anyone and everyone in the Trump administration," Messner said last 
week. 
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Ross Wallace 

Energy Inspectors 
One Civic Center Drive, Suite 300 

San Marcos, CA 92069 
cell: 760.916.5258 fax: 760.761.3650 
@: rwallace@energyinspectors.com 
http://www.Energylnspectors.com 

1 ms message and any attacnments are so1e1y ror the mtenaed rec1p1ent and may contain confiaent1a1 or pnv1iegea mrormanon. if you are not 
the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, use, or distribution of the information included in this message and any attachments is 
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us by reply e-mail and immediately and permanently delete this 
message and any attachments. Thank you. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hudson, Rebecca[H udson. Rebecca@epa .gov] 
Passe, Jonathan 
Fri 5/5/2017 2:58:15 PM 
Re: Multifamily Verification application 

I think it's fine to tell them that. 

.. -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

I don't any from our based on a conversation with Reid.! Ex. s- Deliberative Process i 
:-·-· ... ·-·-·-·-· ... ·-· ... ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. ~ ..... ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-""'"·-·-·-·-·-·-'-""'"·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·""·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. ·-·-·-·.i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
i ! 

I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 
i i 
t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
Chief, ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 343-9793 

From: Hudson, Rebecca 

Sent: Friday, May 5, 2017 10:24 AM 
To: Passe, Jonathan 
Subject: FW: Multifamily Verification application 

Hi, 

Based on the discussion yesterday, can I let r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Ex:-·s·~-·oei"iileraiive .. Proce!i"s-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.1.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·• 
! i 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Thanks, 

Rebecca 

Rebecca Hudson 

ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

202-343-9862 
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From: Sarah Alexander [mailto:salexander@gbci.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 05, 2017 10:08 AM 
To: Hudson, Rebecca <Hudson.Rebecca@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Multifamily Verification application 

Hi Rebecca 

Happy Friday, even if it is rather a damp one! 

Just checking in to see whether you and your team are ready to send out the Multifamily 
Oversight Application, or is this work on-hold for the time being? 

We continue to be very interested in partnering with ENERGY STAR to provide certification 
services to the Multifamily High Rise program. 

Best regards 

Sarah 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00005681-00002 
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Subject: RE: Multifamily Verification application 

Hi Megan, 

Listed below are the general communications we send out. We are currently revising our text, 
but I have attached a sampling of the new drafts to give an example of the level of customization 
needed. I have also included some of the attachments for the certification marketing email since 
those are the only attachments that need additional customization. If the MCOO were sending 
these communications, the email text would be adjusted to reflect that, and some of the content 
could be removed and EPA would send out that information separately. 

Marketing-Related Communications: for Developer (These are the main ones that could be sent 
by the MCOO or EPA with a trigger from the MCOO) 

- Market your project during construction (Sent when design is accepted; Designed to Earn the 
ENERGY STAR not earned) 

- Designed to Earn the ENERGY STAR recognition (Sent when design is accepted; Designed 
to Earn the ENERGY STAR is received) 

- Certification email (Sent when As-Built is accepted) includes the following attachments that 
require customization: 

Certificate (per project) 

Letter from EPA 

Press Release template (not customized) 

Building Profile Kit (not customized) 

Submission -Related Communications: (usually to LP) The MCOO would generally be expected 
to send out equivalent notifications 

- Project Application Approval 

- Proposed Design Submittal Receipt 

- Proposed Design Submittal Not Accepted 

-Proposed Design Submittal Accepted with Comments 

- Proposed Design Submittal Accepted 
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- As-Built Submittal Receipt 

- As-Built Submittal Not Accepted 

-As-Built Submittal Accepted 

Reminder emails: (These may not be required going forward, but we send these now) 

Project Application about to expire (When the 3 year window after submission of the 
project application is almost complete and a PDS has not been submitted) 

Project has passed expected construction start dates without submitting PDS 

Project has passed construction completion dates without submitting an ABS 

Please iet me know if this gives you enough information about the marketing emaiis. 

Thanks! 

Rebecca Hudson 

ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

202-343-9862 

From: Megan Sparks [n:JJ~2J!!.§Q~~~~£..QI[Q] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 11:29 AM 
To: Hudson, Rebecca 

Cc: Sarah Alexan1dd~e~r ~~:~~~~:~; 
Passe, Jonathan <j 
Subject: RE: Multifamily Verification application 
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From: Hudson, Rebecca [rm~W'Q;1'1 ~·!§Q!1£~~~@§~L:ill2Y] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 9:42AM 
To: Megan Sparks 
Cc: Sarah Alexander; Gail Hampsmire; Passe, Jonathan 
Subject: RE: Multifamily Verification application 

Hi Megan, 

Thank you for sending this summary, and sorry for the delayed response. We heard your 
concerns on the call, and we are working on updates as well as pulling together the 
communications processes. We will get back to you shortly with more information. 

Best, 

Rebecca 

Rebecca Hudson 

ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

202-343-9862 
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Cc: Sarah Alexander <§.i~@J@[@gllii.Qrg 
Subject: Multifamily Verification application 

Hi Rebecca and John, 

Passe, Jonathan 

Thank you again for the time yesterday in reviewing the Multifamily Verification application! I've included a 
summary of the notes and action items that we captured from the call below: 

Pre-drywall inspections: Please let us know your thoughts after you have had the chance to 
review this information internally. We anticipate the on-site quality assurance for the pre-drywall 
inspections to be quite onerous, because it would require constant information to be provided from the 
submitters on their schedule for each project, in order for us to randomly select a certain percentage of 
projects for on-site quality assurance. 

As-built inspections: Please let us know whether 'remote' on-site quality assurance inspections 
(e.g. done through video conferencing) would be acceptable to fulfill this on-site quality assurance 
measure. 

Please send your SOP surrounding brand fulfillment, including the types of communications that 
are required to be sent, any project information that needs to be included in those communications, any 
databases that need to be updated, any certificates that need to be ordered, etc. Based on that process, 
we are happy to provide feedback on the role(s) in the process best suited to complete each task. 

We also recommend including some additional information in the quality assurance section to 
clarify that the quality assurance is primarily to verify that the building is meeting the requirements, rather 
than the quality of the work performed by the submitters. 

Please let us know if you have any clarifications, or additional notes/action items to add. 

We look forward to receiving the final Application document from you! Have a great week. 

Best regards, 

Megan 

MEGAN SPARKS 
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LEED AP O+M, BD+C, WELL AP, EIT 

Director, Integration Strategy 

Green Business Certification, Inc. 

2101 L St NW I Ste 500 I Washington, DC 20037 
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From: Passe, Jonathan 
Location: DCRoomWJCE54200AP/DC-OAR-OAP 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: ESRB brown bag lunch and Biz Plan review 
Start Date/Time: Mon 1/30/2017 5:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Mon 1/30/2017 6:00:00 PM 

Please your own copy- or your And your lunch. 

We will walk thr.'"'to or•h the documents tnno.::>Hl.::>r lf1t:l,ntrt\/ any needed <:~rlillctrroa,ntc 
open items in Most issues are related to metrics. 

Thank you all for your work on this. 
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Cc: 
To: 

Shadid, Zachary[Shadid .Zachary@epa.gov]; Hudson, Rebecca[Hudson .Rebecca@epa.gov] 
McNamara, Maureen[McNamara.Maureen@epa.gov] 

From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Passe, Jonathan 
Fri 3/31/2017 7:37:38 PM 
Re: Clean Energy Contract 

shouldn't be rr.rnmittirlf1 to contribute !Jh\o•thorlf1 

and have no idea what it be. 
now - since we don't have 

if dollars are available -I'm to carve off f-~~~~-:~·~,·:;;.~~~:;,~~~~~-·j_ with the po1:ential to add more a bit 
and we talk about how this 'eff"orfc.an-·bet'ter "'' "'nr.r+ our Residential Branch activities in the future. 

the work inside. 

Jon 

Jonathan Passe 
ENERGY STAR Residential Branch 

U.S. EPA 
343-9793 

From: McNamara, Maureen 
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2017 2:56 PM 
To: Passe, Jonathan 
Cc: Shadid, Zachary; Hudson, Rebecca 
Subject: Clean Energy Contract 

Hi Jon 

I am checking in on f.~D..9.l0.9JQ!.JO.~--Q.1_~.9.D..J~:n~.rgy __ f_Q.IJ1r9.f..L9.§..L9.!Il_.9Y..~.r9.!:!E?.,getting my 

paperwork together. j_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~~~-.?.. . .::_.~~~-~~~~~!~Y.~--~~~1?.~~-~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j The period of 
performance starts in June. 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Ex.S -De I i be rative Process 
; 
! 

' ' i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Let me know, 

Maureen 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 00006049-00001 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Pruitt, Scott[Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov] 
Mary Leslie[mleslie@labusinesscouncil.org] 
Adam Lane 
Fri 4/28/2017 1 :30:36 PM 
LABC 1 Business Leaders Support California's Climate Initiatives 

Dear Administrator Pruitt, 

On behalf of the Los Angeles Business Council and our 450 businesses across Los 
Angeles, please see the attached letter urging the EPA to reconsider the rollback of 
many key environmental regulations and programs, including EPA's Energy Star 
Program which has been a major driver of emissions reductions in buildings, while 
saving building owners billions of dollars. 

As business leaders, our members have a unique perspective on how environmental 
regulations have not only improved our citizens' quality of life, but significantly grown our 
local economy. 

We hope that you strongly consider our position and welcome a dialogue with your 
office. 

Best, 

Los Angeles Business Council 

ED_ 00 1333A_ 0000621 0-00001 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Pruitt, Scott[Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov] 
Ponder, Katherine 
Thur 5/11/2017 4:06:34 PM 
keep the energy star program 

Dear Mr. Pruitt 

I like to save money. 

I always look for energy star products, and discuss energy efficiency with salespeople when I am 
buying something. 

I want to have access to that information when I buy things. 

Energy efficiency is a no-brainer way to save money and reduce use of electricity. 

Please keep the Energy Star program. 

Kathy Ponder 

St. Louis, MO 

ED _00 1333A_00006212-0000 1 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Snyder, Carolyn[Snyder.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
Rosenberg, Julie 
Wed 5/24/2017 1 :28:28 PM 
RE: Budget docs released today 

From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 8:35 PM 
To: OAR-OAP-CPPD-Branch Chiefs <OAROAPCPPDBranch_Chiefs@epa.gov>; OAR-OAP
CPPD-10 <OAROAPCPPDIO@epa.gov> 
Subject: Budget docs released today 

Hi team, 

For your reference, I've pasted below the sections of the budget docs released today that have 
language related to our programs. 

CJ 125-126: 

Partnership Programs: The EPA participates in a number of partnership programs, 
including the following: 

.cccccccc AgST AR 

·======== Coalbed Methane Outreach Program 

·========The Landfill Methane Outreach Program 

·======== The Natural GasST AR Program 

·========The Natural Gas STAR Methane Challenge program 

·========The Global Methane Initiative 

ED_001333A_00006311-00001 
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·========The SmartWay Transport program 

·========The EPA's Green Power Partnership 

·========The Combined Heat and Power Partnership 

·======== The Center for Corporate Climate Leadership 

·======== The State and Local Climate and Energy Program 

1. In FY 2018, funding for ENERGY STAR and other partnership programs is 
eliminated. The EPA will explore options for the potential transfer of the ENERGY STAR 
and other climate protection partnership programs to non-governmental entities. 

CJ p731: 

Eliminated Sub-Program Projects 

Greenhouse Gas Reporting (FY 2016 Enacted: Estimated $66.000 M) 
Eliminated 15 voluntary partnership programs as part of the Administration's 
commitment to return EPA to its core work. Certification programs like Energy Star have 
been and continue to be successfully administered by non-governmental entities like 
industry associated and consumer groups. The eliminated sub-programs are as follows: 

AgSTAR, Center for Corporate Climate Leadership, Coalbed Methane Outreach 
Program (CMOP), Combined Heat & Power Partnership (CHPP), ENERGY STAR, 
Global Methane Initiative, GreenChill Partnership, Green Power Partnership (GPP), 
Landfill Methane Outreach Program (LMOP), Natural Gas STAR, Responsible 
Appliance Disposal Program (RAD), SF6 Reduction Partnership for Electric Power 
Systems (EPS), SmartWay, State and Local Climate Energy Program, and Voluntary 
Aluminum Industrial Partnership (VAIP)." 

Budget reform report pg85: 

ELIMINATION: ENERGY STAR AND VOLUNTARY CLIMATE PROGRAMS 

ED_001333A_00006311-00002 
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Environmental Protection Agency 

The Budget eliminates funding for Energy Star and several other voluntary partnership programs 
related to energy and climate change. These programs are not essential to the Environmental 
Protection Agency's (EPA) core mission and can be implemented by the private sector. 

Funding Summary 

(In millions of dollars) Budget Authority ........................................ . 

Justification 

2018 Change from 2017 

2017 CR 2018 Request 
66 0 

-66 

The Administration is committed to returning EPA to its core work. There is no need for EPA to 
administer voluntary partnership and certification programs like Energy Star with taxpayer 
dollars, given the popularity and significant private benefits these programs provide to industry 
partners and consumers. Similar certification programs have been and continue to be 
successfully administered by non-governmental entities like industry associations and consumer 
groups. 

ED_001333A_00006311-00003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Thanks. 

Sylvan, Stephan[Sylvan .Stephan@epa.gov] 
Snyder, Carolyn 
Mon 6/12/2017 9:22:16 PM 
Re: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

From: Snyder, Carolyn 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 4:47PM 
To: Conlin, Beth Sylvan, Stephan <~yly.ID:L~llh:rmG~~NY• 
Cc: I\1oss, Jacob 
Subject: Fwd: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Could you ~-<2.Rl~.~~~-.9..r..'!ft __ ~_T~~RQ!l_S_~ __ t9...!!l_~_.bY.9...P.:l_e..t!.i~§ __ 9_\!.~~!!<.?.P:.S...{Qt:!:!._1!.9.!_14.~_!Q.P_.!>..t!9.g~!.__-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
question)? i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-r 

I Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process I ! ! 
, ! 
i.-·-c;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·_r:·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·'t.:.7·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Thanks. It would be great to have a draft COB tomorrow. 
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Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Krieger, Jackie" 
Date: June 12, 2017 at 4:37:57 PM EDT 
To: "Snyder, Carolyn" <~ny~~ru:.<:tly:tl(glgtfU~ "Moss, Jacob" 

"Hopkins, Daniel" 

Subject: FW: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 

Hi Carolyn: We've received a QFR (attached, from a drinking water hearing) on 
Energy Star funding. I've shared with Reid and asked OPMO if we might confer 
tomorrow morning on pulling together our response. Apparently the questions come 
from Rep Tonko (D-NY). 

From: Mroz, Jessica 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:35PM 
To: Krieger, Jackie Clarke, Deirdre 

LaRue, Steven 
Subject: By 12pm Thursday: QFR responses about ENERGY STAR 
Importance: High 

Hello, 

I've attached OAR's portion of the a set of QFRs from a May 19 House Energy & 
Commerce drinking water hearing. EPA sent in a for that 
hearing in lieu of a witness, and we offered to take QFRs. The only questions for OAR 
ask about Energy Star. There is a budget-related question, so I've copied Steve for 
consistency. 
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We are on a tight turnaround, but these are short and straightforward. Can you get 
them back to me by 12pm on Thursday at the latest? 

Thanks! 

Jessie 

Jessica C. Mroz 

Presidential Management Fellow 

Office of Air Policy and Program Support 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Telephone: (202) 564-1094 

ED _001333A_00006384-00003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Sylvan, Stephan[Sylvan .Stephan@epa.gov] 
Snyder, Carolyn 
Fri 6/2/2017 4:05:15 PM 
FYI -- here are my talking points that I used at the CEE meeting this week 

I can give you more context on who this group is and the approach we took on this mix 
of overall program stats and much more detailed program updates. 

Carolyn Snyder 

Director, Climate Protection Partnerships Division 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

snyder.carolyn@epa.gov 

202-343-9616 
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FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

printandgo@fedex.com[printandgo@fedex.com] 
Snyder, Carolyn 
Thur 6/1/2017 5:42:14 PM 
Fwd: file 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Snyder, Carolyn" <~'li.'~.'h~~~)'..'.'J;~~~ 
Date: June 1, 2017 at 1:28:33 PM EDT 
To: "Snyder, Carolyn" <~'IT'YJ'lt:~QrillY!l(~ruhWr? 
Subject: file 

Carolyn Snyder 

Director, Climate Protection Partnerships Division 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202-343-9616 
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FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

FYI 

Gunning, Paui[Gunning.Paul@epa.gov] 
Snyder, Carolyn 
Thur 5/25/2017 7:49:16 PM 
Fwd: Budget docs released today 

Begin forwarded message: 

From:<~~~~~TI@~~~ 
Date: May 23,2017 at 8:35:28 PM EDT 
To:~Qt~~~~mmclLChl~fum~~ 
Subject: Budget docs released today 

Hi team, 

For your reference, I've pasted below the sections of the budget docs released today that 
have language related to our programs. 

CJ 125-126: 

Partnership Programs: The EPA participates in a number of partnership programs, 
including the following: 

ENERGY STAR 

AgSTAR 

Coalbed Methane Outreach Program 

The Landfill Methane Outreach Program 

The Natural GasSTAR Program 

The Natural Gas STAR Methane Challenge program 

The Global Methane Initiative 

0 The SmartWay Transport program 

0 The EPA's Green Power Partnership 

0 The Combined Heat and Power Partnership 
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FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006604 

0 The Center for Corporate Climate Leadership 

0 The State and Local Climate and Energy Program 

1. In FY 2018, funding for ENERGY STAR and other partnership programs is 
eliminated. The EPA will explore options for the potential transfer of the 
ENERGY STAR and other climate protection partnership programs to non
governmental entities. 

CJ p731: 
Eliminated Sub-Program Projects 

Greenhouse Gas Reporting (FY 2016 Enacted: Estimated $66.000 M) 
Eliminated 15 voluntary partnership programs as part of the Administration's 
commitment to return EPA to its core work. Certification programs like Energy Star 
have been and continue to be successfully administered by non-governmental 
entities like industry associated and consumer groups. The eliminated sub
programs are as follows: 

AgSTAR, Center for Corporate Climate Leadership, Coalbed Methane Outreach 
Program (CMOP), Combined Heat & Power Partnership (CHPP), ENERGY STAR, 
Global Methane Initiative, GreenChill Partnership, Green Power Partnership (GPP), 
Landfill Methane Outreach Program (LMOP), Natural Gas STAR, Responsible 
Appliance Disposal Program (RAD), SF6 Reduction Partnership for Electric Power 
Systems (EPS), SmartWay, State and Local Climate Energy Program, and 
Voluntary Aluminum Industrial Partnership (VAIP)." 

Budget reform report pg85: 

ELIMINATION: ENERGY STAR AND VOLUNTARY CLIMATE PROGRAMS 

Environmental Protection Agency 

The Budget eliminates funding for Energy Star and several other voluntary partnership 
programs related to energy and climate change. These programs are not essential to the 
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) core mission and can be implemented by the 
private sector. 

Funding Summary 
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(In millions of dollars) Budget Authority ... 

Justification 

2018 Change from 2017 

2017 CR 2018 
Request 

66 0 

-66 

The Administration is committed to returning EPA to its core work. There is no need for 
EPA to administer voluntary partnership and certification programs like Energy Star with 
taxpayer dollars, given the popularity and significant private benefits these programs 
provide to industry partners and consumers. Similar certification programs have been and 
continue to be successfully administered by non-governmental entities like industry 
associations and consumer groups. 
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